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The  proposed  land  use  plan  contains  wilderness  recommendations  on  591,753 
acres  of  public  land  in  southern  Lincoln  and  northeastern  Clark  Counties, 
Nevada.  The  action  responds  to  the  mandate  of  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land 
Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976  to  review  aLL  public  land  roadless  areas  of 
5,000  acres  or  more;  determine  their  suitability  or  nonsuitabil ity  for 
wilderness  designation;  and  report  these  suitability  recommendations  to  the 
President  no  later  than  October  21,  1991. 

For  further  information  contact:  Mr.  Frank  Maxwell,  EIS  Team  Leader,  at  4765 
W.  Vegas  Drive,  or  P.O.  Box  26569,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89126,  or  call  (702) 
646-8800  or  FTS  598-5800. 

Date  the  final  environmental  impact  statement  with  the  wilderness 
recommendations  was  made  available  to  the  public: 
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Summary 

The  purpose  of  the  Proposed  Action  in  four  of 
the  Wilderness  Study  Areas  (WSAs)  examined  in 
this  environmental  impact  statement,  as  the 
Wilderness  Act  states,  "Is  to  secure  for  the 
American  people  of  present  and  future  genera- 
tions the  benefits  of  an  enduring  resource  of 
wilderness"  by  recommending  all  or  portions  of 
these  WSAs  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designa- 
tion. In  one  WSA,  the  purpose  is  to  continue  to 
manage  the  area  for  uses  other  than  wilderness. 
This  EIS  analyzes  the  potential  impacts  of  desig- 
nating or  not  designating  as  wilderness,  all  or 
portions  of  five  WSAs,  comprising  588,423  acres, 
in  southern  Lincoln  and  northern  Clark  Coun- 
ties, Nevada,  and  to  identify  reasonable  alterna- 
tives. The  Proposed  Action  represents  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management's  wilderness  recommen- 
dations developed  through  the  Bureau  planning 
system  for  these  five  WSAs  . 

The  WSAs  and  the  recommendations  by  alterna- 
tive, appear  in  Table  S-1. 

Issues 

The  scoping  process  for  the  Caliente  Wilder- 
ness EIS  developed  issues  identified  by  Bureau 
staff,  by  the  public  during  formal  scoping  com- 
ment periods  on  issue  identification  in  Caliente 
and  in  Las  Vegas,  Nevada  (June,  1983)  and  from 
comments  on  the  draft  EIS  by  the  public  and  by 
Federal,  State  and  local  agencies.  The  environ- 
mental issues  identified  for  analysis  in  this  EIS 
follow: 

1.  Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

2.  Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral 
Resources 

3.  Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreational  Use 

4.  Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

5.  Impacts  on  Increased  Production  of  Deer 
and  Bighorn  Sheep  as  Related  to  Vegetation 
Manipulation 

6.  Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

7.  Impacts  on  Water  Quality  in  the  Clover 
Mountains  WSA 

8.  Impacts  on  the  Development  of  Utilities 

The  following  potential  issues  were  identified  in 
scoping  but  were  not  selected  for  detailed  analy- 
sis in  this  EIS: 


Impacts  on   Bighorn   Reintroductions  and 

Management 

Impacts  on  Wild  Horse  and  Burro  Management 

Impacts  on  Military  Overflights 

Impacts  on  Electronic  Site  Availability 

Impacts   on   Threatened   and    Endangered 

Species 

Impacts  on  Air  Quality  Classification 

Alternatives 

The  alternatives  analyzed  in  this  EIS  include: 

A  Proposed  Action  for  each  WSA 
An  All  Wilderness  for  each  WSA 
A  No  Wilderness  for  each  WSA 
Partial  Wilderness  alternative(s) 


SOUTH  PAHROC  RANGE  WSA  (NV-050-0132) 

Proposed  Action 

Most  of  the  South  Pahroc  Range  WSA, 
28,395  acres,  is  recommended  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation.  Recommended  as 
nonsuitable  are  205  acres. 

This  area  shows  very  little  evidence  any- 
where of  man,  and  its  naturalness,  solitude 
and  opportunities  for  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation  would  be  retained  for  the 
long  term. 

An  occasionally  operating  perlite  mine  which 
is  located  adjacent  and  external  to  the  WSA 
boundary,  could  expand,  if  necessary,  into  a 
continuation  of  reserves  now  being  mined. 

Motorized  use  of  50  visitor-days  would  be 
displaced  to  surrounding  lands  and  an  addi- 
tional 250  visitor-days  of  non-motorized  use 
would  occur. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 
No  Wilderness  Alternative 

CLOVER  MOUNTAINS  WSA  (NV-050-0139) 

Proposed  Action 

A  total  of  84,165  acres  is  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation.  Recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  desig- 
nation are  770  acres. 
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TABLE  S-l 
ACREAGES  FOR  CALIEMTE  WILDERNESS  EIS  ALTERNATIVES 

Recomnended  Suitable  by  Alternative 

Wilderness  Total         Proposed  All  No  Resource  Wilderness 

Study  Area  Acreage     Action  Wilderness        Wilderness     Development        Accent 

.Acres        %       Acres       %       Acres   %        Acres        %  Acres        % 

0132  South  28,600       23,395       99      28,600    100      0  0         25,775     86  28,600    ICO 

Pahroc  Range 

0139  Clover        84,935       34,165       99     84,935    100     0  0         53,090     63  86,020*  101 

Mountains 

0156  Meadow       185,744       97,180       52    185,744    100     0  0         17,165       9         166,500     90 

Valley  Range 

0161  Mormon       162,887     123,130       16    152,887    100     0  0        23,960     15         123,130**  76 

Mountains 

0177Delamar     126,257  0         0    126,257    100     0  0        48,164     38         102,490     81 

Mountains 

Grand  Totals      588,423      332,870       57    588,423    TOO      0  0       168,154      29         506,740     86 

Percent  of 

Resource  Area  10        17       0  5  15 

*Additional  acres  resulted  from  boundary  adjustment  to  enhance  management 
**Same  as  Proposed  Action 

Source:  U.S.  Department  of  Interior,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Caliente  Wilderness  EIS  Team, 
1988. 
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Outstanding  wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness, solitude  and  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  would  be  retained.  Most  of  the 
watershed  of  an  entire  flowing  stream  sys- 
tem will  be  in  protective  status. 

Greater  protection  of  cultural  resources,  in- 
cluding an  historic  cabin,  would  occur. 

An  increase  of  approximately  twenty-five 
visitor  days  of  motorized  recreational  use 
would  occur.  Non-motorized  recreational 
visitation  would  increase  to  625  visitor  days 
annually. 


All  Wilderness  Alternative 

No  Wilderness  Alternative 

Resource  Development  Alternative 

Wilderness  Accent  Alternative 
MEADOW  VALLEY  RANGE  WSA 

(NV-050-0156) 

Proposed  Action 

A  total  of  97,1 80  acres  of  the  Meadow  Valley 
Range  WSA  is  recommended  as  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation,  while  88,564  acres 
are  recommended  as  nonsuitable. 

Good  to  excellent  wilderness  values  of- 
naturalness  solitude  and  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  would  be  retained  in  the  area 
recommended  as  suitable.  The  area  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  would  lose  most  of 
its  naturalness,  some  of  its  values  of  solitude 
and  most  of  its  primitive  recreation  oppor- 
tunities, over  the  long  term.  These  wilder- 
ness values  range  from  mediocre  to  excel- 
lent. In  the  area  designated  as  wilderness, 
75  visitor-days  of  motorized  recreational  use 
would  be  displaced  to  surrounding  public 
lands  and  non-motorized  recreational  use 
would  rise  to  150  visitor-days.  In  the  area 
designated  nonsuitable,  motorized  recrea- 
tional use  would  rise  from  the  current  150 
visitor-days  to  400  visitor-days.  Non- 
motorized  recreational  use  would  rise  from 
50  visitor-days  to  200  visitor-days  annually. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

No  Wilderness  Alternative 

Resource  Development  Alternative 

Wilderness  Accent  Alternative 


MORMON  MOUNTAINS  WSA 
(NV-050-0161) 

Proposed  Action 

A  total  of  the  123,130  acres  of  Mormon 
Mountains  WSA,  is  recommended  as  suitable 
for  wilderness  designation,  while  the  39,757 
acres  are  recommended  as  nonsuitable. 

Excellent  to  outstanding  naturalness,  soli- 
tude and  primitive  recreation  opportunities 
would  be  retained  in  protective  status  for 
this  highly  scenic  and  popular  area.  Natural- 
ness and  solitude  ranging  from  good  to  out- 
standing would  deteriorate  in  portions  of  the 
area  recommended  as  nonsuitable.  Much 
greater  protection  of  most  of  the  Mormon 
Mountains  bountiful  cultural  resources  would 
occur. 

Motorized  recreation  use  would  grow  to  525 
annual  visitor-days  while  non-motorized 
recreational  use  would  grow  slowly  from  the 
current  annual  350  visitor-days  to  900 
visitor-days. 

Wildlife  projects  would  be  more  difficult  to 
install  and  maintain.  Redesign  or  removal  of 
an  existing  guzzler  may  be  necessary  to 
meet  wilderness  standards. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

No  Wilderness  Alternative 

Resource  Development  Alternative 

DELAMAR  MOUNTAINS  WSA 
(NV-050-0177) 

Proposed  Action 

None  of  the  126,257  acres  of  the  Delamar 
Mountains  WSA  is  recommended  as  suit- 
able for  wilderness  designation. 

Wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude, 
and  primitive  recreation  opportunities  rang- 
ing from  moderate  to  outstanding  would  be 
retained  on  twenty-five  to  thirty  percent  of 
the  area. 

Motorized  recreational  use  would  rise  slowly 
from  one  hundred  visitor-days  to  two  hun- 
dred visitor-days  annually,  while  non- 
motorized  recreational  use  would  rise  slowly 
from  twenty-five  visitor-days  to  seventy-five 
visitor-days  annually. 
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A  shorter,  more  environmentally  acceptable 
corridor  for  utilities  would  become  available. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

Resource  Development  Alternative 

Wilderness  Accent  Alternative 
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CHAPTER  ONE 
INTRODUCTION,  PLANNING  AND  STUDY  PROCESS 


PURPOSE 

The  purpose  of  the  Proposed  Action  in  four  of 
the  Wilderness  Study  Areas  (WSAs)  examined  in 
this  environmental  impact  statement,  as  the 
Wilderness  Act  states,  "Is  to  secure  for  the 
American  people  of  present  and  future  genera- 
tions the  benefits  of  an  enduring  resource  of 
wilderness."  To  this  end,  the  Proposed  Action 
recommends  managing  and  preserving  the  wil- 
derness characteristics  on  332,870  acres  in  four 
WSAs,  and  managing  255,553  acres  for  uses 
other  than  wilderness.  This  document  analyzes 
the  potential  impacts  of  designating  or  not  desig- 
nating as  wilderness,  all  or  portions  of  five  WSAs 
in  southern  Lincoln  and  northern  Clark  Counties, 
Nevada,  and  identities  reasonable  alternatives. 
The  Proposed  Action  represents  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management's  (BLM's)  wilderness  recom- 
mendations for  these  five  WSAs  as  they  were 
developed  through  the  Bureau's  planning  system. 


NEED 

The  Caliente  Wilderness  EIS  is  being  prepared 
in  response  to  Section  603  of  the  Federal  Land 
Policy  and  Management  Act  (FLPMA)  of  October 
21,  1976.  FLPMA  requires  the  BLM  to  inventory, 
study  and  then  report  to  Congress  through  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  President,  the 
public  lands  suitable  and  recommended  for  in- 
clusion in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
System  (NWPS).  The  need  met  by  this  planning 
process  is  the  selection  and  establishment  of  a 
resource  of  wilderness  values  for  inclusion  in  a 
nationwide  system,  the  National  Wilderness  Pre- 
servation System  (NWPS),  for  preservation  of 
lands  for  future  generations  to  enjoy  those  values. 
Suitability  recommendations  are  to  be  reported 
to  the  President  by  October  21,  1991  and  to 
Congress  by  October  21 ,  1 993. 

Areas  can  be  designated  wilderness  only  by  an 
Act  of  Congress.  If  designated  wilderness,  an 
area  would  be  managed  in  accordance  with  the 
Wilderness  Act  of  1964  and  the  BLM's  Wilder- 
ness Management  Policy,  dated  September,  1981 . 
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Table  1-1 
LIST  OF  WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREAS 


WSA  Name 

Number 

Acreage 

County 

South  Pahroc  Range 

NV-050-0132 

28,600 

Lincoln 

Clover  Mountains 
(Grapevine  Spring) 

NV-050-0139 

84,935 

Lincoln 

Meadow  Valley  Range 

NV-050-0156 

185,744 

Lincoln/Clark 

Mormon  Mountains 

NV-050-0161 

162,887 

Lincoln/Clark 

Delamar  Mountains 

NV-050-0177 

126,257 

Lincoln 

The  WSAs  are  located  in  the  BLM's  Las  Vegas 
District  in  southern  Nevada  in  the  Caliente 
Resource  Area  with  small  portions  of  two  located 
in  Stateline  Resource  Area.  The  Location  Map 
shows  their  relative  location  within  the  State  of 
Nevada. 

WILDERNESS  REVIEW 
Inventory 

The  inventory  phase  identified  areas  with  wilder- 
ness characteristics,  as  defined  in  the  Wil- 
derness Act  of  1964,  and  designated  them  as 
WSAs.  Guidelines  for  conducting  the  inventory 
phase  were  set  forth  primarily  in  the  BLM's 
"Wilderness  Inventory  Handbook"  of  1 978.  Inven- 
tory phases  for  these  five  WSAs  were  completed 
in  1979  and  1980. 

Areas  studied  under  the  planning  system  for 
wilderness  were  evaluated  for  the  following 
features: 

These  key  factors  were  considered  when  road- 
less areas  with  wilderness  characteristics  were 
identified: 

Size:  The  area  must  have  at  least  5,000  con- 
tiguous roadless  acres  of  public  land. 

Naturalness:  Human  imprints  must  be  sub- 
stantially unnoticeable. 

Outstanding  opportunities:  The  area  must 
offer  either  an  outstanding  opportunity  for 
solitude  or  an  outstanding  opportunity  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation. 


During  wilderness  inventory,  the  BLM  also  con- 
sidered the  extent  to  which  each  of  the  following 
wilderness  values  were  present: 

Special  Features:  Ecological,  geological,  or 
other  features  of  scientific,  educational, 
scenic  or  historical  value. 

Study 

During  the  study  phase,  the  BLM  determined 
through  careful  analysis  which  study  areas  would 
be  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  and  which  would  not.  By  careful 
examination  of  each  WSA,  utilizing  the  preced- 
ing criteria,  recommendations  for  the  five  areas 
were  made  through  the  BLM's  multiple  use 
resource  planning.  In  the  case  of  this  study,  the 
Caliente  Management  Framework  Plan  is  being 
amended,  using  the  newer  Resource  Manage- 
ment Plan  process.  The  BLM's  planning  regula- 
tions and  its  final  wilderness  study  policy  guided 
the  study  process  (43  CFR  1600). 

In  evaluating  each  WSA,  the  BLM  also  consi- 
dered whether  the  area  was  capable  of  being 
effectively  managed  to  preserve  its  wilderness 
character  over  the  long  term. 

The  study  phase  produced  a  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  (DEIS)  and  this  final  wilderness 
EIS  which  address  the  completed  results  of  the 
study  and  environmental  analysis  phase.  Public 
review  of  the  DEIS  ended  January  2,  1985. 

Reporting 

All  WSA  recommendations  concerning  designa- 
tion or  non-designation  as  wilderness  will  be 
reported  through  the  Director  of  the  BLM  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  through  the  Secre- 
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tary  of  the  Interior  to  the  President,  who  will 
make  his  recommendation  to  Congress.  Only 
Congress  can  designate  an  area  as  wilderness. 

INTERIM  MANAGEMENT 

Until  Congress  acts,  the  BLM's  Interim  Man- 
agement Policy  and  Guidelines  for  Lands  Under 
Wilderness  Review,  (1979;  rev.  1983  and  1987), 
serves  as  the  principal  document  for  managing 
the  five  WSAs  in  the  Caliente  Resource  Area. 
The  goal  of  the  interim  management  policy  (IMP) 
is  to  ensure  that  the  wilderness  qualities  inher- 
ent in  each  WSA  are  unchanged  at  the  time  that 
Congress  makes  its  decisions. 

MANAGEMENT  OF  DESIGNATED 
WILDERNESS  AREAS 

Any  WSAs  which  are  designated  as  Wilderness 
Areas  by  the  Congress  will  be  managed  by  the 
BLM  under  43  CFR  Subpart  8560  "Management 
of  Designated  Wilderness  Areas."  Specific  man- 
agement plans  will  be  developed  for  each  area. 

ISSUE  IDENTIFICATION  AND  SCOPING 

The  scoping  process  for  the  Caliente  Wilder- 
ness EIS  encompassed  issues  identified  by  BLM 
staff,  by  the  public  during  normal  scoping  com- 
ment periods  and  from  comments  on  the  draft 
EIS  by  the  public  and  by  Federal,  State  and  local 
agencies. 

During  the  inventory  stage,  several  formal  public 
comment  periods  were  held.  Periodically,  addi- 
tional public  input  has  arrived  and  been  consi- 
dered. As  the  study  process  progressed  into  the 
EIS  stage,  an  issue  identification  period  was 
held  from  February  25,  1983,  to  April  4,  1983.  A 
large  mailing  and  news  release  announced  this 
stage.  An  open  house  was  held  in  Caliente  the 
week  of  March  7,  1983. 

Scoping  was  opened  to  the  public  between 
June  15,  1983,  and  August  1,  1983.  It  too  was 
announced  through  a  large  mailing  and  news 
releases.  Open  houses  were  held  in  Caliente, 
June  29,  1983,  and  June  30,  1983,  in  Las  Vegas. 
A  briefing  and  discussion  of  issues  and  alterna- 
tives was  held  July  29,  1983,  for  State  agencies 
through  the  auspices  of  the  Nevada  State 
Clearinghouse. 


ISSUES  IDENTIFIED  FOR  ANALYSIS 

The  following  is  the  list  of  environmental  issues 
identified  for  analysis  in  the  EIS.  The  issues 
apply  to  each  WSA  as  noted. 


1 .  Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values.  The  preserva- 
tion of  the  wilderness  values  of  naturalness, 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recrea- 
tion and  various  special  features  of  the  WSAs 
could  result  from  wilderness  designation.  The 
same  values  may  be  damaged  or  lost  by  uses 
and  actions  that  would  occur  should  the  WSAs 
not  be  designated  wilderness.  The  considera- 
tion of  these  effects  is  an  issue  analyzed  for  all 
WSAs  in  this  EIS. 

2.  Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral  Resour- 
ces. Wilderness  designation  could  affect  the 
development  of  potential  and  known  mineral 
resources  by  withdrawing  designated  lands  from 
mineral  entry.  Development  of  mineral  resour- 
ces on  valid  mining  claims  within  designated 
wilderness  areas  could  be  affected  by  wilder- 
ness management  restrictions.  The  impact  of 
wilderness  designation  on  the  development  of 
potential  and  known  mineral  resources  is  an 
issue  analyzed  for  all  WSAs  in  this  EIS. 

3.  Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreational  Use.  Wil- 
derness designation  would  affect  recreational 
use  by  a  minor  shift  of  this  use  from  wilderness 
designated  lands  to  similar  nearby  public  lands. 
The  impact  of  wilderness  designation  on  moto- 
rized recreational  use  is  an  issue  analyzed  in  the 
Clover  Mountains,  Meadow  Valley  Range,  Mor- 
mon Mountains,  and  Delamar  Mountains  WSAs 
in  this  EIS. 

4.  Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance  and 
Construction.  Wilderness  designation,  as  is  clear 
from  the  Wilderness  Act  and  its  hearings,  is  not 
intended  to  affect  grazing  levels.  Therefore,  future 
grazing  levels  and  maintenance  of  facilities  are 
expected  to  continue  similarly  to  the  past.  Any 
adjustments  would  be  in  response  to  the  needs 
of  the  resource  as  in  the  past.  Wilderness  desig- 
nation could  affect  livestock  operations  through 
precluding  some  planned  range  developments. 
The  impact  of  wilderness  designation  on  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  these  facilities 
is  an  issue  analyzed  for  the  Meadow  Valley 
Range  WSA  in  this  EIS. 

5.  Impacts  on  Increased  Production  of  Deer 
and  Bighorn  Sheep  as  Related  to  Vegetation 
Manipulation.  Vegetation  alteration  projects  are 
proposed  in  the  Caliente  MFP  in  the  Clover  and 
Mormon  Mountains  WSAs.  Wilderness  designa- 
tion could  affect  some  of  the  available  options 
for  this  wildlife  habitat  manipulation  through  lim- 
iting the  methodology  used  to  achieve  the  altera- 
tion and  through  requiring  the  use  of  native  spe- 
cies in  reseeding.  This,  in  turn,  could  affect  the 
amount  of  increase  in  numbers  of  big  game 
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animals  produced.  The  impact  of  wilderness 
designation  on  the  potential  increase  in  numbers 
of  deer  in  the  Clover  Mountains  and  of  bighorn 
sheep  produced  in  the  Mormon  Mountains  WSAs 
are  issues  for  analysis  in  this  EIS  because  con- 
sumptive wildlife  uses  are  important  in  the  region. 
These  issues  are  analyzed  for  the  Clover  and 
Mormon  Mountains  WSAs. 

6.  Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources.  Cultural 
resources  which  may  be  potentially  eligible  for  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  have  been 
identified  in  the  Mormon  Mountains  WSA.  All  of 
the  other  WSAs  have  sites  which  appear  to  be 
typical  of  the  Great  Basin.  Therefore,  the  impact 
on  potentially  eligible  sites  in  the  Mormon 
Mountains  WSA  is  an  issue  analyzed  in  this  EIS. 

7.  Impacts  on  Water  Quality  in  the  Clover  Moun- 
tains WSA.  The  issue  of  how  water  quantity 
and/or  quality  would  be  affected  by  wilderness 
designation  in  each  of  the  WSAs  was  identified. 
Because  designation  would  preclude  many  acti- 
vities that  may  impact  water  resources,  this 
issue  is  analyzed  in  this  EIS.  However,  the  pres- 
ent major  factor  affecting  water  quality  in  the 
Clover  Mountains  appears  to  be  grazing  by 
domestic  livestock  and  wild  horses.  Wilderness 
designation,  per  se,  will  not  trigger  a  change  in 
this  factor.  A  study  is  underway  which  will  better 
characterize  the  situation  there  and  plan  for  its 
improvement.  This  issue  is  analyzed  only  for  the 
Clover  Mountains  WSA  as  it  is  the  only  one  hav- 
ing any  water  present  which  could  potentially  be 
affected.  The  other  WSAs  are  either  devoid  of 
water  or  have  only  very  isolated,  minor  seeps. 

8.  Impacts  on  the  Development  of  Utilities.  Wil- 
derness designation  could  affect  the  use  of  land 
for  utility  corridors.  The  route  along  Highway  93 
is  the  natural  course  for  north-south  interre- 
gional utilities  which  tie  into  either  Las  Vegas,  or 
the  Hoover  Dam  facilities  to  follow,  and  conse- 
quently, has  received  considerable  attention  from 
potential  users  and  land  managers.  The  Delamar 
Mountains  WSA  lies  astride  this  route  from 
Highway  93,  easterly.  To  the  west  and  east,  a 
series  of  withdrawals  and  other  WSAs  severely 
restrict  alternative  routes  through  or  to  southern 
Nevada.  Therefore,  the  impact  of  wilderness 
designation  on  land  use  for  utilities  in  the  Delamar 
Mountains  WSA  is  an  issue  analyzed  in  this  EIS. 

ISSUES  WHICH  WERE  NOT  ANALYZED 

The  following  issues  were  identified  in  scoping 
but  were  not  selected  for  detailed  analysis  in  the 
EIS  because  their  significance  to  the  decision 


process  was  low  or  not  relevant.  The  reasons  for 
setting  aside  each  of  the  issues  are  discussed 
below: 

1.  Impacts  on  Bighorn  Sheep  Reintroductions 
and  Management.  Additional  concerns  regard- 
ing wildlife  were  raised  during  scoping.  These 
concerns  included  reestablishment  of  desert 
bighorn  sheep  and  construction  of  water  devel- 
opments to  support  new  and  existing  popula- 
tions. The  Wilderness  Management  Policy  pro- 
vides for  both  the  reestablishment  of  native 
species  and  development  of  waters.  Although 
there  may  be  some  restrictions  placed  on  the 
way  waters  are  developed  and  subsequent  main- 
tenance activities  as  a  result  of  wilderness 
designation,  such  strictures  would  not  signifi- 
cantly affect  reestablishment  and  water  devel- 
opments. Because  reintroductions  are  permitted 
and  may  augment  wilderness  values  and  some 
water  development  is  permitted,  there  is  no  con- 
flict. Therefore,  this  issue  was  not  analyzed  in 
this  EIS. 

2.  Impacts  on  Wild  Horse  and  Burro  Manage- 
ment. This  issue  was  identified  several  times 
during  the  development  of  the  EIS.  In  particular, 
the  Nevada  Department  of  Wildlife  voiced  con- 
cerns that  wilderness  designation  may  not  allow 
effective  management  of  wild  horses  and  bur- 
ros. The  Wilderness  Management  Policy  specif- 
ically allows  for  the  management  of  viable  herds 
of  wild  horses  and  burros  in  wilderness  areas 
and  doesn't  significantly  restrict  management 
alternatives.  Less  than  three  percent  of  the  total 
wild  horse  and  burro  populations  in  the  Caliente 
Resource  Area  occur  within  the  Meadow  Valley 
Range,  Mormon  Mountains  and  Clover  Moun- 
tains WSAs.  The  other  WSAs  have  none.  Desig- 
nation of  these  WSAs  would  not  have  a  signifi- 
cant impact  on  the  animals  nor  on  management 
of  their  numbers.  Since  there  is  little  effect  on 
wild  horse  management,  this  issue  was  not 
analyzed  in  this  EIS. 

3.  Impacts  on  Military  Overflights.  During  EIS 
development,  the  U.S.  Air  Force  raised  concerns 
pertaining  to  the  effect  wilderness  designation 
would  have  on  low-level  military  overflights.  The 
Wilderness  Management  Policy  does  not  pro- 
hibit low-level  military  overflights,  therefore,  this 
issue  was  not  analyzed  in  this  EIS. 

4.  Impacts  on  Electronic  Site  Availability.  Issues 
were  raised  pertaining  to  the  impact  of  wilder- 
ness designation  on  site  availability  for  two 
types  of  facilities  on  public  lands  in  wilderness 
areas.  These  included  both  electronic  packages 
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and  communication  sites.  The  electronic  pack- 
ages are  used  to  acquire  military  aircraft  loca- 
tional  and  performance  data  and  transmit  same 
to  a  remote  receiver  for  training  evaluation  The 
Air  Force  did  plan  to  locate  some  portable  elec- 
tronic packages  in  the  Mormon,  Meadow  Valley 
Range  and  Clover  Mountains  WSAs  but  alterna- 
tive locations  were  found  to  accommodate  the 
system.  There  are  no  applications  on  file  and  no 
interest  has  been  expressed  for  communica- 
tions sites  in  any  of  the  WSAs.  Adequate  sites, 
both  current  and  potential,  are  found  outside  the 
WSAs  and  Bureau  Manual  guidance  (2860.1 1  A) 
encourages  the  use  of  existing  sites  for  new 
facilities.  Since  there  are  adequate  existing  sites 
outside  the  WSAs,  this  issue  was  not  analyzed  in 
this  EIS. 

5.  Impacts  on  Threatened  and  Endangered 
Species.  Wildlife  and  vegetation  inventories  and 
coordination  with  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Ser- 
vice did  not  identify  any  threatened  or  endan- 
gered species  in  the  WSAs.  Other  sources  report 
possible  occasional  transient  peregrine  falcons 
in  the  Clover  Mountains.  Because  designation 
or  non-designation  would  not  affect  any  T&E 
species,  this  issue  was  not  analyzed  in  this  EIS. 

6.  Impacts  on  Air  Quality  Classification.  The 

State  of  Nevada  noted  that  an  existing  and  a 
proposed  power  plant  could  affect  air  quality  in 
two  WSAs.  Concerns  were  also  raised  by  others 
regarding  the  interaction  between  wilderness 
designation  and  air  quality  classification.  The 
Wilderness  Management  Policy  states  that  the 
Bureau  will  manage  all  wilderness  areas  to 
comply  with  the  existing  air  quality  classification 
for  that  specific  area,  so  wilderness  designation 
or  nondesignation  would  not  cause  the  the  air 
quality  classification  to  change.  Regardless  of 
designation,  it  appears  some  air  quality  changes 
may  occur  in  the  WSAs  due  to  power  plants. 
Because  the  designation  or  non-designation  of 
WSAs  as  wilderness  areas  would  not  change 
either  air  quality  or  air  quality  designations,  this 
issue  was  not  analyzed  in  this  EIS. 

FORMULATION  OF  ALTERNATIVES 

Proposed  Action 

Development  of  the  Proposed  Action  in  each 
WSA  is  guided  by  requirements  of  the  Bureau's 
Planning  Regulations,  43  CFR,  part  1600.  The 
BLM's  Wilderness  Study  Policy  (published  Feb- 
ruary 3,  1982,  in  the  Federal  Register)  supple- 
ments the  planning  regulations  by  providing  the 
specific  factors  to  be  considered  in  developing 
suitability  recommendations. 


The  Proposed  Action  for  the  draft  EIS  was 
evolved  using  alternatives  developed  by  an  inter- 
disciplinary team  from  which  management  chose 
its  final  recommendations.  Consideration  was 
given  to  the  results  of  the  impact  analysis  for  the 
other  alternatives  and  to  public  input  during  the 
inventory  and  preceding  EIS  stages.  Relative 
wilderness  values  and  potential  conflicts  with 
other  resources  were  weighed.  Significant  con- 
flicts were  generally  resolved  in  favor  of  the 
resource  having  the  greatest  public  value. 

The  Proposed  Action  differs  from  that  analyzed 
in  the  DEIS.  Based  on  a  reevaluation  of  the 
Mormon  Mountains  WSA,  a  different  proposed 
action  was  selected. 

The  reevaluation  of  the  Mormon  Mountains  WSA 
was  the  result  of  review  of  public  comment  on 
the  DEIS  which  pointed  out  serious  potential 
manageability  problems  with  the  boundaries  of 
the  proposed  action  in  the  DEIS.  The  Wilderness 
Accent  Alternative  for  the  Mormon  Mountains, 
which  was  also  analyzed  in  the  DEIS,  provided 
for  more  logical  boundaries  for  this  WSA  and 
was  selected  as  the  new  proposed  action.  Since 
the  DEIS  was  circulated,  the  U.S.  Bureau  of 
Mines/USGS  Mineral  Report  on  this  WSA  has 
been  received.  This  new  mineral  resource  infor- 
mation was  considered  during  the  process  of 
reevaluation  of  the  WSA.  Although  the  report 
indicated  a  higher  confidence  level  regarding 
the  presence  of  metallic  minerals,  it  did  not  indi- 
cate the  presence  of  ore-forming  processes  and 
consequent  economic  deposition.  Therefore,  it 
was  decided  that  all  other  known  resource  values 
present  outweighed  the  mineral  potential  and 
greater  public  benefits  would  be  derived  by 
recommending  the  new  proposed  action. 

The  Proposed  Action  for  the  EIS  recommends 
332,870  acres  as  suitable  for  wilderness  desig- 
nation in  four  WSAs  with  the  remaining  255,553 
acres  and  a  fifth  WSA  of  126,257  acres  as  non- 
suitable.  The  nonsuitable  acres  would  be  released 
for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  Table  S-1  pro- 
vides a  breakdown  of  suitable  and  nonsuitable 
acreage  by  WSA,  by  alternative. 

Alternatives  Selected  for  Analysis 

The  BLM  Wilderness  Study  Policy  calls  for  the 
formulation  and  evaluation  of  alternatives  rang- 
ing from  resource  preservation  to  commodity 
production.  The  alternatives  assessed  in  this  EIS 
include:  (1 )  a  No  Wilderness  alternative  for  each 
WSA;  (2)  an  All  Wilderness  alternative  for  each 
WSA;  (3)  a  Proposed  Action  alternative  for  each 
WSA;  (4)  a  Resource  Development  alternative; 
and  (5)  a  Wilderness  Accent  alternative. 
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Of  the  five  alternatives,  two  are  required  by  pol- 
icy or  regulation.  The  Wilderness  Policy  requires 
All  Wilderness  and  No  Wilderness,  while  NEPA 
requires  the  Proposed  Action  and  No  Action.  In 
this  case,  No  Action  is  the  same  as  the  No  Wil- 
derness alternative.  No  Action  entails  a  conti- 
nuation of  non-wilderness  management  actions 
as  outlined  in  the  existing  Management  Frame- 
work Plan.  Partial  Wilderness  is  covered  using 
two  alternatives  which  emphasize  preservation 
and  development,  respectively.  Where  the  crite- 
ria used  in  developing  the  two  partial  wilderness 
alternatives  resulted  in  two  very  similar  configura- 
tions within  a  WSA,  the  two  similar  alternatives 
were  considered  and  analyzed  as  one  alterna- 
tive to  save  repetitious  analysis.  This  occurred  in 
three  cases.  In  the  South  Pahroc  Range  WSA, 
the  Wilderness  Accent  alternative  and  the  All 
Wilderness  alternative  are  identical  and  the 
Resource  Development  alternative  and  the  Pro- 
posed Action  are  very  similar.  Therefore,  both 
pairs  of  similar  alternatives  were  combined  into 
two  alternatives  for  analytical  purposes.  In  the 
Mormon  Mountains  WSA,  the  Proposed  Action 
is  the  same  as  the  Wilderness  Accent  alternative 
and  these  two  alternatives  were  combined  for 
purposes  of  analysis. 

Alternatives  were  developed  utilizing  the  Caliente 
Resource  Area's  MFP,  resource  specialists'  input, 
technical  studies  such  as  the  Geology-Energy- 
Minerals  (GEM)  Reports,  USGS  geochemical 
studies,  public  needs,  opinions,  and  concerns, 
and  the  result  of  comments  on  the  DEIS.  The 
intent  was  to  develop  viable  management  alter- 
natives while  analyzing  the  effects  of  various 
levels  of  suitability/nonsuitability  ranging  from 
All  to  No  Wilderness. 

Alternatives  Considered  But  Dropped 
From  Further  Analysis 

The  Division  of  State  Parks  suggested  two 
"conceptual"  alternatives.  These  were  "an  alter- 
native that  emphasizes  recreational  variety  and 
use  should  be  considered.  In  addition  an  alter- 
native which  emphasizes  the  enhancement  of 
manageability  of  the  Wilderness  Study  Areas  as 
wilderness  over  the  long  term  (Management 
Alternative)  should  also  be  completed.  The  recom- 
mendations in  this  alternative  would  consist  of 
combining  adjacent  WSAs,  adjusting  boundar- 
ies to  form  more  logical  management  configura- 
tions, closing  and  rehabilitating  cherry-stem 
roads,  etc."  Maps  or  detailed  descriptions  of 
these  alternatives  were  not  supplied.  Therefore, 
the  EIS  Team  considered  whether  the  intent  of 
these  suggestions  was  met  in  the  array  of  alter- 


natives developed  for  analysis.  They  determined 
that  of  the  two  alternatives  suggested  by  the  Div- 
ision of  State  Parks,  all  or  portions  are  encom- 
passed within  the  current  alternatives  with  some 
exceptions.  A  "recreational  variety  emphasis 
alternative"  was  not  specifically  developed  for 
several  reasons.  Among  these  reasons,  is  the 
fact  that  the  team  feels  that  the  recreational 
menu  available  in  the  Las  Vegas  District  appears 
in  all  its  facets  throughout  the  various  alterna- 
tives chosen.  There  is  heavy  recreational  use  of 
public  lands  in  Clark  County  and  less  so  in  Lin- 
coln County.  Use  in  Clark  County  is  more  ORV 
oriented  and  tends  to  be  less  ORV  oriented  in 
Lincoln  County.  Current  use  in  Lincoln  County 
spans  the  spectrum  between  ORV  intensive  use 
and  primitive  recreational  pursuits.  Portions  of 
WSAs  presently  accessible  from  existing  boun- 
dary roads,  cherrystem  roads  and  ways  will  con- 
tinue to  be  available  in  the  Resource  Develop- 
ment and  No  Wilderness  alternatives,  thus  serv- 
ing  vehicle   oriented    recreation.    In   the   All 
Wilderness  and  Wilderness 
Accent  alternatives,  primitive  recreation  is  empha- 
sized. The  Wilderness  Accent  alternative  allows 
ORV  use  in  areas  where  it  is  likely  to  occur 
regardless  of  designation,  while  reserving  more 
remote  areas  for  primitive  recreation.  By  choos- 
ing among  the  various  alternatives  available  for 
each  WSA,  a  recreation  variety  emphasis  alter- 
native can  be  created  and  it  is  not  felt  that  such  a 
specifically  created  alternative  would  differ  sub- 
stantially from  one  derived  by  a  combination  of 
the  alternatives  analyzed  in  this  EIS.  The  Wilder- 
ness Accent  alternative  also  effectively  creates  a 
recreational  variety  emphasis  alternative  in  that 
it  favors  primitive  recreation  values  except  where 
manageability  over  the  long  term  is  a  concern. 
Manageability  in  most  cases  is  a  problem  with 
ORV  accessibility  which  means  that  this  recrea- 
tional pursuit  can  occur  on  the  nonsuitable  por- 
tions of  the  WSAs.  Closing  roads  was  not  consi- 
dered because  no  roads  that  were  susceptible 
to  closure  (suitable  terrain)  were  pivotal  in  de- 
veloping suitable/nonsuitable  recommendations. 

Combining  adjacent  WSAs  was  considered  but 
not  done.  Only  the  Mormon  Mountains  and 
Meadow  Valley  Range  WSAs  are  separated  by 
narrow  linear  features  and  would  thus  be  ame- 
nable to  combination.  In  their  case,  the  separa- 
tion is  due  to  the  Union  Pacific  railroad,  its 
access  road,  railroad  utility  lines,  and  some 
small  areas  of  private  property.  While  virtually 
contiguous  in  the  All  Wilderness  and  Wilderness 
Accent  alternatives,  it  would  be  impractical  to 
impossible  to  combine  the  two  because  of  the 
existing  rights-of-way  and  improvements  thereto. 
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The  other  actions  requested  for  consideration 
by  the  Division  are:  Manageability  over  the  long 
term,  and  adjusting  boundaries  to  form  more  logi- 
cal management  configurations.  Manageability 
factors  will  come  at  a  later  stage  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  WSAs.  Boundary  adjustments  were  a 
major  emphasis  in  formulation  of  the  Wilderness 
Accent  alternative. 

The  EIS  Team  carefully  considered  all  sugges- 
tions for  other  alternatives,  Numerous  small 
adjustments  can  be  made  to  the  alternatives 
analyzed  in  this  EIS,  but  none  appears  capable  of 
substantially  altering  the  outcome  of  the  analysis 
or  creating  increased  clarity  for  the  decision 
maker.  As  can  be  seen  from  Table  S-1  percen- 
tages, the  analyzed  alternatives  present  a  reason- 
able range  of  options.  In  general,  various 
segments  of  the  public  and  public  agencies  sup- 
ported the  array  of  alternatives  or  specific  alterna- 
tives which  met  their  concerns.  Therefore,  the 
alternatives  as  originally  proposed  in  scoping  and 
in  the  DEIS  have  been  carried  into  the  EIS  analy- 
sis with  minor  alterations  due  to  new  information. 
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CHAPTER  TWO 


Alternatives 


CHAPTER  2 
PROPOSED  ACTION  AND  ALTERNATIVES 


Since  the  pattern  of  future  actions  within  the 
WSAs  cannot  be  predicted  with  certainty,  assump- 
tions were  made  to  allow  the  analysis  of  impacts 
under  the  various  alternatives.  These  assump- 
tions are  the  basis  of  the  impacts  identified  in 
this  EIS.  Although  some  were  drawn  from  man- 
agement plans,  they  are  not  management  plans 
or  proposals,  but  represent  feasible  patterns  of 
activities  which  may  occur  under  the  alterna- 
tives analyzed. 


SOUTH  PAHROC  RANGE  WSA 
(NV-050-0132)  (28,600  acres) 


Proposed  Action 

(Partial  Wilderness  Alternative) 

(Suitable:  28,395  acres,  Nonsuitable:  205  acres) 

Mineral  Resource   Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  28,395  acres  of 
the  South  Pahroc  Range  WSA  recommended  as 
suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
appropriation  under  the  mineral  leasing  and 
mining  laws.  Mining  claims  having  Plans  of 
Operation  filed  would  be  examined  to  determine 
validity.  Plans  of  Operation  for  development  of 
claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of  designation  would 
be  processed  in  accordance  with  existing  regu- 
lations. The  205  acres  situated  along  the  WSA's 
northeastern  boundary  recommended  as  non- 
suitable,  would  remain  open  to  appropriation 
under  the  mineral  leasing  and  mining  laws. 
There  are  mining  claims  within  the  205  acre 
area. 

Locatable  Minerals 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  no  min- 
eral development  is  expected,  and  the  area 
would  be  withdrawn  from  appropriation  under 
the  mining  laws. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  perlite 
resources  exist  in  significant  quantities  along 
the  far  northeastern  flank  of  the  WSA  but  with 
minor  market  demand.  These  deposits  occur 
adjacent  to  the  currently-mined  Paramount  Perlite 
Company  deposit  which  is  operated  sporadically 
as  orders  are  received.  Claims  totaling  approxi- 
mately 170  acres  have  been  filed  on  these 
deposits  along  the  northeast  in  the  area  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable.  It  is  assumed  that  a  Plan 


of  Operations  would  be  filed  and  that  development 
would  eventually  take  place  on  the  undeveloped 
claims  in  a  manner  similar  to  the  existing  opera- 
tion. The  existing  mine  consists  of  a  cleared  and 
leveled  equipment  storage  area,  some  small  open 
pits  and  an  underground  operation.  Development 
would  require;  approximately  one  mile  of  road, 
one-third  of  which  would  be  within  the  WSA; 
two  to  three  acres  cleared  and  leveled  for  equip- 
ment storage,  and  twenty  to  thirty  acres  of  open 
pit  associated  with  mine  portal  development. 

Leasable  Minerals 

Although  adjacent  lowlands  are  leased,  no  leases 
exist  in  the  uplands.  Due  to  the  demonstrated 
lack  of  interest,  thick  igneous  section  and  the 
extremely  difficult  terrain  present  in  the  WSA,  it 
is  not  anticipated  that  any  oil  and  gas  explora- 
tion would  occur. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  significant 
quantities  within  alluvial  fan  areas  but  without 
significant  market  demand;  therefore,  no  devel- 
opment is  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  28,395  acre  portion  of  the  WSA  recom- 
mended as  suitable  would  be  closed  to  recrea- 
tional ORV  use.  No  cherrystem  roads  exist  and  a 
1.1  mile  way  extending  from  the  north  boundary 
would  be  closed.  Since  little  vehicular  access 
currently  exists,  closing  this  route  would  have  a 
minimal  effect  on  motorized  recreational  usage, 
reducing  it  from  fifty  visitor-days  annually,  to  zero. 

The  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable  is  cur- 
rently inaccessible  to  vehicles  except  for  the 
lowermost  slopes  which  are  fans.  These  fans  are 
not  currently  used  by  vehicles  and  the  situation 
would  remain  the  same,  as  the  mine  access  road, 
which  is  expected  to  be  eventually  constructed, 
would  not  likely  be  left  open  to  the  public. 

Other  Recreation 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  non- 
motorized  recreational  pursuits  such  as  hunting, 
dayhiking,  rock  scrambling,  backpacking,  nature 
study  and  photography  would  be  managed.  Bird 
hunting  does,  and  would  continue  to,  occur 
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along  the  less  rugged  portions  of  the  flanks. 
Hunting  use  is  currently  estimated  at  thirty  hunter- 
days  annually  and  is  estimated  to  increase  to 
fifty  hunter-days  annually  in  the  foreseeable 
future.  Visitation  is  currently  low  and  expected  to 
grow  slowly.  Estimated  non-motorized  recrea- 
tional use  that  would  be  accommodated  under 
wilderness  management  is  250  visitor-days 
annually.  Visitation  would  increase  moderately 
from  the  current  estimated  annual  use  of  forty 
visitor-days,  due  to  the  area's  increased  visibil- 
ity with  designation. 

The  205-acre  nonsuitable  area  would  support 
very  limited  non-motorized  recreational  activi- 
ties and  similarly  limited  bighorn  sheep  hunting. 
The  current  annual  estimated  non-motorized 
recreation  use  is  zero  and  would  rise  to  ten 
visitor-days.  Hunting  use  would  rise  from  the 
current  estimated  annual  use  of  ten  hunter-days 
to  twenty  hunter-days  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  portion  of  this  WSA  recommended  as  suita- 
ble contains  parts  of  two  allotments  which  pro- 
duce a  pro-rated  5,542  AUMs.  The  area  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  produces  a  pro-rated 
100  AUMs.  No  new  range  developments  have 
been  identified  through  coordinated  resource 
management  planning  (CRMP)  that  would  affect 
the  WSA. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

Bighorn  sheep  have  been  reintroduced  to  this 
range.  There  are  no  existing  wildlife  develop- 
ments within  the  WSA  and  none  would  be  neces- 
sary to  augment  the  habitat. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative  (Also  the  Wilder- 
ness Accent  Alternative) 

(Suitable:  28,600  acres,  Nonsuitable:  0  acres) 

Mineral  Resource    Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  28,600  acres  of 
the  South  Pahroc  Range  recommended  as  suit- 
able for  wilderness  designation  would  be  with- 
drawn from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the 
mining  laws  and  there  would  be  no  surface 
occupancy  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws..  Min- 
ing claims  having  Plans  of  Operation  filed  would 
be  examined  to  determine  validity.  Plans  of 
Operations  for  development  of  claims  that  exist 
at  the  time  of  designation  would  be  processed  in 
accordance  with  existing  regulations. 


Locatable  Minerals 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights  28,600  acres 
would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropria- 
tion under  the  mining  laws.  There  are  approxi- 
mately 1 70  acres  of  mining  claims  in  the  far  nor- 
theastern section  of  the  area  recommended  as 
suitable.  In  this  area,  perlite  resources  exist  in 
significant  quantities,  but  with  minor  market 
demand.  These  deposits  occur  adjacent  to  the 
currently-mined  Paramount  Perlite  Company  de- 
posit which  is  operated  sporadically  as  orders 
are  received.  It  is  assumed  that  a  Plan  of  Opera- 
tions would  be  filed  and  that  development  would 
eventually  take  place  on  the  undeveloped  claims 
in  a  manner  similar  to  the  existing  operation.  The 
existing  mine  consists  of  a  cleared  and  leveled 
equipment  storage  area,  some  small  open  pits 
and  an  underground  operation.  Development 
would  require;  approximately  one  mile  of  road, 
one-third  of  which  would  be  within  the  WSA; 
two  to  three  acres  cleared  and  leveled  for 
equipment  storage,  and  twenty  to  thirty  acres 
of  open  pit  associated  with  mine  portal  develop- 
ment. Estimated  total  disturbance  would  be 
thirty-three  acres. 

Leasable  Minerals 

Although  adjacent  lowlands  are  leased,  no  leases 
exist  in  the  uplands.  Due  to  the  demonstrated 
lack  of  interest,  thick  igneous  section  and  the 
extremely  difficult  terrain  present  in  the  WSA,  it 
is  not  anticipated  that  any  oil  and  gas  explora- 
tion would  occur. 

Salable  Minerals 

No  permits  would  be  issued. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

All  28,600  acres  of  the  WSA  recommended  as 
suitable  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV 
use.  No  cherrystem  roads  exist  and  a  1.1  mile 
way  extending  from  the  north  boundary  would 
be  closed.  Since  little  vehicular  access  currently 
exists,  closing  this  route  would  have  a  minimal 
effect  on  motorized  recreational  usage,  reduc- 
ing it  from  an  estimated  fifty,  to  zero  visitor-days 
annually. 
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Other  Recreation 

Non-motorized  recreational  pursuits  such  as 
hunting,  hiking,  rock  scrambling,  backpacking, 
nature  study  and  photography  would  be  man- 
aged in  the  28,600-acre  area  recommended  as 
suitable.  Bird  hunting  does,  and  would  continue 
to  occur  along  the  less  rugged  portions  of  the 
flanks.  Hunting  use  is  currently  estimated  at  forty 
hunter-days  annually  and  would  increase  to  fifty 
hunter-days  in  the  forseeable  future.  Visitation  is 
currently  low  and  expected  to  grow  slowly.  The 
estimated  current  annual  non-motorized  recrea- 
tion use  is  40  visitor-days  and  would  rise  to  260 
visitor-days  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  WSA  contains  parts  of  two  allotments  which 
produce  an  estimated  5,642  AUMs.  No  new 
range  developments  have  been  identified  through 
coordinated  resource  management  planning 
(CRMP)  that  would  affect  the  WSA. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

There  are  no  existing  wildlife  developments  within 
the  WSA.  Bighorn  sheep  have  been  reintroduced 
to  this  range  and  no  developments  would  be 
necessary  to  augment  the  habitat. 

No  Wilderness  Alternative 

(Suitable:  0  acres,  Nonsuitable  28,600  acres) 

Mineral  Resource   Actions 

The  28,600  acres  of  the  South  Pahroc  Range 
WSA  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilder- 
ness designation  would  remain  open  to  all  forms 
of  appropriation  under  the  mineral  leasing  and 
mining  laws. 

Locatable  Minerals 

Perlite  resources  exist  in  significant  quantities 
along  the  far  northeastern  flank  of  the  WSA  but 
with  minor  market  demand.  These  deposits  occur 
adjacent  to  the  currently-mined  Paramount  Per- 
lite Company  deposit  which  is  operated  sporad- 
ically as  orders  are  received  and  claims  totaling 
approximately  170  acres  have  been  filed  on 
them.  It  is  assumed  that  a  Plan  of  Operations 
would  be  filed  and  that  development  would 
eventually  take  place  on  the  undeveloped  claims 
in  a  manner  similar  to  the  existing  operation.  The 
existing  mine  consists  of  a  cleared  and  leveled 
equipment  storage  area,  some  small  open  pits 
and  an  underground  operation.  Development 
would  require;  approximately  one  mile  of  road, 


one-third  of  which  would  be  within  the  WSA; 
two  to  three  acres  cleared  and  leveled  for  equip- 
ment storage,  and  twenty  to  thirty  acres  of  open 
pit  associated  with  mine  portal  development. 
Total  area  disturbed  would  be  thirty-three  acres. 
Some  exploration  may  occur  along  the  east- 
central  flanks  where  additional  perlite  is  thought 
to  be  present,  resulting  in  an  additional  distur- 
bance of  fifteen  acres. 

Leasable  Minerals 

Although  adjacent  lowlands  are  leased,  no  leases 
exist  in  the  uplands.  Due  to  the  demonstrated 
lack  of  interest,  thick  igneous  section  and  the 
extremely  difficult  terrain  present  in  the  WSA,  it 
is  not  anticipated  that  any  oil  and  gas  explora- 
tion would  occur. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  significant 
quantities  within  alluvial  fan  areas  but  without 
significant  market  demand,  therefore  no  devel- 
opment is  anticipated. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

All  28,600  acres  of  the  WSA  would  remain  open 
for  recreational  ORV  use  unless  closed  or  res- 
tricted for  other  reasons.  Practically  speaking, 
the  area  is  inaccessible  to  vehicles,  since  only 
an  estimated  3,000  to  4,000  acres  are  flat  and 
smooth  enough  to  be  driven  on. 

Approximately  two  to  three  miles  of  roads  would 
be  built  in  conjunction  with  exploration  and 
development  for  perlite.  These  roads  would  facili- 
tate motorized  recreation  access  to  points  along 
the  base  of  the  eastern  escarpment,  primarily  for 
hunting.  Due  to  the  terrain  features  and  lack  of 
economic  incentives,  additional  road  or  way 
development  inside  this  WSA  is  very  unlikely. 
Current  motorized  recreational  use  of  fifty  visitor- 
days  would  rise  to  seventy-five  annually. 

Other  Recreation 

The  major  use  of  the  area  would  continue  to  be 
bird  and  deer  hunting  along  the  flanks,  with 
future  bighorn  sheep  hunting  higher  in  the  WSA. 
Non-motorized  recreational  pursuits  such  as 
hunting,  hiking,  rock  scrambling,  backpacking, 
nature  study  and  photography  would  be  the 
dominant  uses.  These  would  grow  slowly  as  the 
population  of  the  Las  Vegas  area  expands.  The 
current  estimated  non-motorized  use  is  forty 
visitor-days  and  would  increase  to  one  hundred 
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visitor-days  annually.  Hunting  is  estimated  at 
forty  hunter-days  annually  and  would  rise  to  one 
hundred  hunter-days  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  WSA  contains  parts  of  two  allotments  which 
produce  a  pro-rated  5,642  AUMs  annually  from 
the  WSA  portion.  No  new  range  developments 
have  been  identified  through  CRMP  that  would 
affect  the  WSA.  Vegetation  manipulation  pro- 
jects would  only  be  feasible  on  some  of  the  bor- 
dering small  bajadas. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

There  are  no  existing  wildlife  developments  within 
the  WSA.  Bighorn  sheep  have  been  reintroduced 
to  this  range  and  no  developments  would  be 
necessary  to  augment  the  habitat. 

Lands 

The  Air  Force  has  indicated  a  past  interest  in 
putting  small  portable  electronic  facilities  in  the 
South  Pahroc  Range.  Under  this  alternative,  two 
of  these  would  be  installed  and  serviced  by 
helicopter. 

Resource  Development  Alternative  (Par- 
tial Wilderness  Alternatives) 

(Suitable:  25,775  acres,  Nonsuitable:  2,825  acres) 

This  alternative  is  the  same  as  the  Proposed 
Action  except  that  an  estimated  additional  2,620 
acres  containing  potential  perlite  reserves  in  the 
WSA  extending  south  of  the  Paramount  Perlite 
Mine  are  recommended  as  nonsuitable.  Because 
the  effects  of  this  alternative  are  essentially  the 
same  as  the  Proposed  Action,  this  alternative 
will  not  be  analyzed  further. 
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TABIE  2-1 

SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 
SOUTH  PAHROC  RANGE  WSA 


rMPACT 
TOPIC 


PROPOSED  ACTION 


ALL  WILDERNESS 


NO  WILDERNESS 


Impacts  on 
Wilderness 
Values 


Wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and  out-   Wilderness  values  of  natur- 
standing  opportunities  for  solitude  and  un-  alness  and  outstanding  op- 
confined  recreation  would  be  retained  on   portunities  for  solitude 
28,395  acres  recommended  as  suitable.      and  primitive  and  uncon- 
These  values  would  be  reduced  or  lost  on    fined  recreation  would  be 


Wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  soli- 
tude and  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  would  be  retained  on 
eighty  percent  (22,880  acres)  of  the 
WSA. 


30  of  205  acres  recommended  as  non- 
suitable. 


retained  on  28,600  acres 
reconmended  as  suitable. 


10 
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Impacts  on  Perlite  mining  would  continue  on  deposits   Perlite  mining  would  con- 
Development  north  of  the  existing  mine  but  potential    tinue  on  deposits  north  of 
of  Mineral  deposits  to  the  south  could  not  be  explored  the  existing  mine  but 
Resources   or  exploited.  potential  perlite  deposits 

to  the  south  could  not  be 
explored  or  developed. 


Perlite  mining  would  continue  on 
deposits  north  of  the  existing  mine. 
Exploration  for  perlite  would  occur 
south  of  the  mine. 


CLOVER  MOUNTAINS  WSA  (NV-050-0139)  (84,935  acres) 


Proposed  Action 

(Partial  Wilderness  Alternative) 

(Suitable:  84,165  acres,  Nonsuitable:  770  acres) 

Mineral  Resource   Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  84,165  acres  of 
the  Clover  Mountains  WSA  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  would  be  with- 
drawn from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the 
mining  laws  and  from  surface  occupancy  under 
the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Mining  claims  having 
Plans  of  Operations  filed  would  be  examined  to 
determine  validity.  Plans  of  Operation  for  develop- 
ment of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of  designation 
would  be  processed  in  accordance  with  existing 
regulations.  The  710  acres  situated  along  the 
WSA's  northwestern  boundary  and  60  acres 
located  in  a  narrow  strip  along  Meadow  Valley 
Wash,  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  would  re- 
main open  to  appropriation  under  the  laws. 

Locatable  Minerals 

There  are  no  mining  claims  filed  within  the  area 
recommended  as  suitable  and  no  activity  is 
anticipated. 

It  is  anticipated  exploration  would  continue  to  take 
place  around  the  Pennsylvania  Mining  district 
and  would  extend  eastward  into  the  WSA  in  the 
portion  which  is  recommended  as  nonsuitable 
in  this  alternative.  The  existing  mining  claims  are 
within  the  710  acre  area.  Exploration  activities  in 
the  area  would  include  claim  staking,  access 
construction,  trenching,  digging  prospect  pits 
and  exploratory  drilling.  Total  disturbance  from 
these  activities  is  limited  to  the  area  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  and  is  not  expected  to 
exceed  thirty  acres.  Development  of  working 
mines  is  not  envisioned  since  it  is  believed  min- 
eralization does  not  occur  in  sufficient  quantity 
and/or  quality  to  be  economic. 

Leasable  Minerals 


Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  alluvial  fans 
and  washes  located  in  the  WSA,  but  with  minor 
demand,  in  most  cases,  because  of  their  remote- 
ness from  markets.  Consequently,  development 
or  exploration  for  the  bulk  of  this  resource  is  not 
expected.  However,  for  use  by  the  railroad, 
county  or  local  residents,  at  least  two  sand  and 
gravel  operations  would  develop  along  Meadow 
Valley  Wash  in  the  area  recommended  as  non- 
suitable.  Total  disturbance  would  not  exceed 
twenty  acres. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off  Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  84,165  acre  portion  of  the  WSA  recom- 
mended as  suitable  would  be  closed  to  recrea- 
tional ORV  use.  Occasional  access  is  obtained 
up  the  lower  three  to  four  miles  of  Cottonwood 
Creek  and  this  would  be  precluded.  Since  little 
vehicular  access  currently  exists,  closing  this 
route  would  have  a  minimal  effect  on  motorized 
recreational  usage,  reducing  it  to  zero  from  an 
estimated  ten  visitor-days  annually.  Unless  roads 
are  constructed,  most  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
inaccessible  and  largely  unused  by  ORVs. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  there 
would  be  a  minor  amount  of  access  developed 
in  conjunction  with  mining  exploration  on  the 
northwest,  Approximately  two  to  three  miles  of 
low  standard  roads  would  be  developed,  result- 
ing in  an  estimated  twenty-five  visitor-days  of 
motorized  recreational  use.  Activities  in  the  nar- 
row strip  bordering  the  road  and  railroad  along 
Meadow  Valley  Wash  would  remain  the  same  as 
at  present,  with  parking  and  occasional  short 
walks  to  the  base  of  the  cliffs  and  up  the  draws  a 
short  distance.  The  estimated  current  annual 
recreational  ORV  use  of  twenty-five  visitor-days 
would  rise  to  fifty  visitor-days  in  the  foreseeable 
future. 


The  entire  WSA  is  leased  for  oil  and  gas,  post- 
FLPMA.  Despite  the  abundance  of  leases,  explor- 
ation or  development  are  not  foreseen  because 
of  the  WSA's  volcanic  cover,  unknown  presence 
of  reservoir  rock,  high  costs  associated  with 
exploration  and  drilling,  its  location  outside  of  a 
known  oil  and  gas  province  and  the  better 
potential  for  discovery  in  more  favorable  areas. 
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Other  Recreation 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  non- 
motorized  recreational  pursuits  such  as  hunting, 
hiking,  rock  scrambling,  backpacking,  nature 
study,  photography  and  horseback  riding  would 
occur  on  84,165  acres.  Hunting  use  would  be 
mostly  from  horseback  as  presently,  and  is  esti- 
mated at  sixty  hunter-days  annually  and  is  ex- 
pected to  increase  to  seventy  hunter-days  an- 
nually in  the  foreseeable  future.  With  the  WSA's 
relative  accessibility  from  boundary  roads,  attrac- 
tiveness, vegetative  diversity  and  water,  non- 
motorized  use  would  grow  fairly  strongly  from 
the  current  estimated  100  visitor-days  to  an 
estimated  625  visitor-days  annually. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  non- 
motorized  recreation  would  continue  to  be  light, 
as  presently,  at  an  estimated  level  of  six  to  ten 
visitor-days  annually.  Estimated  annual  hunting 
use  would  rise  from  the  current  level  of  thirty 
hunter-days  to  fifty  hunter-days  in  the  foreseea- 
ble future. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  area  recommended  as  suitable  contains 
parts  of  five  allotments  which  produce  a  pro- 
rated total  of  1,962  AUMs.  All  are  actively  used 
and  all  ranching  access  is  accomplished  on  foot 
or  horseback,  as  no  useable  roads  are  available. 

Existing  developments  include:  one-half  mile  of 
fence  between  Ash  and  Fife  Creeks,  one  and 
one-third  mile  of  fence  extending  southwesterly 
from  south  of  Fife  Spring,  a  cattle  exclosure  at 
Quaking  Aspen  Spring,  a  gap  fence  at  lower 
Cottonwood  Creek,  and  one  developed  spring 
above  Sam's  Camp.  Maintenance  of  these  would 
continue,  using  non-impairing  methods.  A  pro- 
posed five  and  one-half  miles  of  fence  in  the 
central  portion  would  be  built  using  horse  access 
and  which  would  have  to  meet  wilderness  man- 
agement policy  guidelines,  Grazing  would  con- 
tinue as  presently. 


Approximately  fifteen  AUMs  are  produced  in  the 
area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  and  there 
are  no  projects  present  or  proposed. 


Wildlife  Management  Actions 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  there  is  an 
exclosure  at  Ouaking  Aspen  Spring  which  would 
be  maintained.  Fenced  exclosures  would  be  built 
to  protect  the  source  at  Oil  and  Mudhole  Springs. 
These  would  consist  of  a  combination  of  barbed 
and  smooth  wire  fences,  utilizing  green  metal 
and  juniper  posts,  and  enclosing  an  area  of  five 
acres  or  less  each.  No  projects  are  proposed  in 
the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable. 


Water  Resource    Management 

Wilderness  designation  would  prohibit  mining 
disturbances  and  the  construction  of  roads  except 
on  valid  claims.  This  would  prevent  surface  dis- 
turbance and  protect  water  quality  at  present 
levels.  With  the  exception  of  770  acres  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  within  the  Clover  Moun- 
tains WSA  and  600  acres  external  to  the  WSA 
but  within  the  Cottonwood  Creek  watershed,  all 
of  this  watershed  would  be  protected  from  most 
surface  disturbing  activities.  Continued  grazing 
by  domestic  livestock  and  wild  horses  would 
remain  the  major  factor  affecting  the  area's 
water  quality. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

(Suitable:  84,935  acres,  Nonsuitable:  0  acres) 

Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  84,935  acres  of 
the  Clover  Mountains  WSA  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  would  be 
withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  mining  laws  and  from  surface  occupancy 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Mining  claims 
having  Plans  of  Operation  filed  would  be  exam- 
ined to  determine  validity.  Plans  of  Operation  for 
development  of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of 
designation  would  be  processed  in  accordance 
with  existing  regulations. 

Locatable  Minerals 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  84,935  acres  of 
the  Clover  Mountains  WSA  recommended  as 
suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
appropriation  under  the  mining  laws.  Included  is 
a  small  area  of  mining  claims  totaling  710  acres. 
If  Plans  of  Operation  are  filed,  validity  exams 
would  be  conducted  on  affected  claims.  How- 
ever, it  is  not  anticipated  that  development  would 
take  place  on  any  of  these. 

Leasable  Minerals 

The  entire  WSA  is  leased,  post-FLPMA,  for  oil 
and  gas.  Despite  the  abundance  of  oil/gas  leases, 
exploration  or  development  is  not  foreseen  be- 
cause of  the  WSA's  volcanic  cover,  unknown 
presence  of  reservoir  rock,  high  costs  asso- 
ciated with  exploration  and  drilling,  its  location 
outside  of  a  known  oil  and  gas  province  and  the 
better  potential  for  discovery  in  more  favorable 
areas. 

Salable  Minerals 

No  permits  would  be  issued. 
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Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  84,935  acres  of  the  WSA  recommended  as 
suitable  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV 
use.  No  cherrystem  roads  exist  but  occasional 
access  is  obtained  up  the  lower  three  to  four 
miles  of  Cottonwood  Creek  and  this  would  be 
precluded.  Since  little  vehicular  access  currently 
exists,  the  closure  would  have  minimal  effect  on 
motorized  useage,  reducing  it  from  the  current 
estimated  ten  visitor-days  annually  to  zero  in  the 
foreseeable  future. 

Other  Recreation 

Non-motorized  recreational  pursuits  such  as 
hunting,  hiking,  rock  scrambling,  backpacking, 
nature  study,  photography  and  horseback  riding 
would  be  managed  in  the  84,935  acres  recom- 
mended as  suitable.  Most  hunting  would  be  on 
horseback,  as  presently,  and  is  estimated  at 
ninety  hunter-days  annually.  It  is  expected  to 
increase  to  one  hundred  hunter-days  annually 
in  the  foreseeable  future.  With  the  WSA's  acces- 
sibility from  boundary  roads,  attractiveness,  vege- 
tative diversity  and  water,  non-motorized  use 
would  grow  fairly  strongly  from  the  current  100 
to  an  estimated  625  visitor-days  annually. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  WSA  contains  parts  of  five  allotments  which 
produce  a  pro-rated  total  of  1,977  AUMs.  All 
ranching  access  would  be  accomplished  on 
foot  or  horseback,  as  no  useable  roads  are 
available.  Existing  developments  include:  one- 
half  mile  offence  between  Ash  and  Fife  Creeks, 
one  and  one-third  miles  of  fence  extending 
southwesterly  from  south  of  Fife  Spring,  a  cattle 
exclosure  at  Quaking  Aspen  Spring,  a  gap  fence 
at  lower  Cottonwood  Creek  and  one  developed 
spring  above  Sam's  Camp.  Maintenance  of  these 
would  continue,  using  non-impairing  methods. 
A  proposed  five  and  one-half  miles  of  fence  in 
the  central  portion  would  be  built  using  horse 
access  and  which  would  have  to  meet  wilder- 
ness management  policy  guidelines.  Grazing 
would  continue  as  presently. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

An  exclosure  at  Quaking  Aspen  Spring  would 
be  maintained.  Fenced  exclosures  would  be 
built  to  protect  the  source  at  Oil  and  Mudhole 
Springs.  These  would  consist  of  a  combination 
of  barbed  and  smooth  wire  fences,  utilizing 
green  metal  and  juniper  posts,  and  enclosing  an 
area  of  five  acres  or  less  each. 


Water  Resource    Management 

Wilderness  designation  would  prohibit  mining 
disturbances  and  the  construction  of  roads  except 
on  valid  claims.  This  would  prelude  most  sur- 
face disturbing  activities  and  protect  water  qual- 
ity at  present  levels.  With  the  exception  of  600 
acres  adjacent  to  the  Pennsylvania  Mining  Dis- 
trict on  the  northwest  side  within  the  watershed, 
the  entire  Cottonwood  Creek  watershed  would 
he  protected  within  designated  wilderness.  Con- 
tinued grazing  by  domestic  livestock  and  wild 
horses  would  remain  the  major  factor  affecting 
the  area's  water  quality. 

No  Wilderness  Alternative 

(Suitable:  0  acres,  Nonsuitable:  84,935  acres) 

All  of  the  Clover  Mountains  WSA's  84,935  acres 
are  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation  and  would  be  managed  for  various 
objectives  under  the  Bureau's  planning  system. 

Mineral  Resource  Actions 

The  84,935  acres  of  the  Clover  Mountains  WSA 
recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation  would  remain  open  to  all  forms  of 
appropriation  under  the  mineral  leasing  and 
mining  laws. 

Locatable  Minerals 

It  is  anticipated  exploration  would  continue  to 
take  place  around  the  district  and  would  extend 
eastward  into  the  WSA.  Exploration  activities 
may  include  claim  staking,  road  building,  trench- 
ing, prospect  pits  and  drilling.  Total  disturbance 
from  all  these  activities  to  lands  within  the  WSA 
is  not  expected  to  exceed  thirty  acres.  Develop- 
ment of  working  mines  is  not  envisioned  since  it 
is  believed  mineralization  does  not  occur  in  suf- 
ficient quantity  and/or  quality  to  be  economic. 

Leasable  Minerals 

The  entire  WSA  is  leased,  post-FLPMA,  for  oil 
and  gas.  Despite  the  abundance  of  leases,  explor- 
ation or  development  is  not  foreseen  due  to  the 
WSA's  volcanic  cover,  unknown  presence  of 
reservoir  rock,  high  costs  associated  with  explo- 
ration and  drilling,  its  location  outside  of  a  known 
oil  and  gas  province  and  the  better  potential  for 
discovery  in  more  favorable  areas. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  alluvial  fans 
and  washes  located  in  the  WSA,  but  with  minor 
demand,  in  most  cases,  because  of  their  remote- 
ness from  markets.  Development  or  exploration 
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for  the  bulk  of  this  resource  is  not  predicted  for 
these  reasons.  However,  for  use  by  the  railroad, 
county  or  local  residents,  at  least  two  sand  and 
gravel  operations  would  develop  along  Meadow 
Valley  Wash.  Total  disturbance  would  not  exceed 
twenty  acres. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off^Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  84,935  acres  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  for  recreational  ORV  use,  However,  most 
of  the  WSA  is  so  inaccessible  that,  unless  roads 
are  constructed,  it  would  remain  largely  unused 
by  ORVs.  Occasional  access  up  the  lower  end 
of  Cottonwood  Creek  would  continue  and  some 
minor  penetration  around  the  southern  end  would 
occur  with  motorcycles.  Use  of  the  two  to  three 
miles  of  mineral  exploration  roads  expected  to 
be  constructed  southeast  of  the  Pennsylvania 
Mining  district  would  expand  use  slightly  on  the 
northwest  portion  of  the  WSA.  Current  use  of  the 
area  by  motorized  recreationists  is  estimated  at 
35  visitor-days  and  would  reach  an  estimated 
1 1 0  visitor-days  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

Other  Recreation 

Non-motorized  recreational  pursuits  such  as 
hunting,  hiking,  rock  scrambling,  backpacking, 
nature  study,  photography  and  horseback  riding 
would  continue  in  most  of  the  area.  Hunting  use 
would  be  mostly  from  horseback,  as  presently, 
and  is  estimated  at  ninety  visitor-days  annually. 
It  is  expected  to  increase  to  one  hundred  visitor- 
days  annually  in  the  foreseeable  future.  With  the 
WSA's  relative  accessibility  from  boundary  roads, 
attractiveness,  vegetative  diversity,  and  water, 
non-motorized  use  would  grow  from  the  current 
estimated  one  hundred  to  an  estimated  two 
hundred  visitor-days  annually. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  WSA  contains  parts  of  five  allotments  that 
provide  a  pro-rated  total  of  1,977  AUMs.  All 
ranching  access  would  be  accomplished  on 
foot  or  horseback,  as  no  useable  roads  are 
available.  Grazing  use  and  management  would 
continue  as  presently.  Existing  developments 
include:  one-half  mile  offence  between  Ash  and 
Fife  Creeks,  one  and  one-third  miles  of  fence 
extending  southwesterly  from  south  of  Fife  Spring, 
an  exclosure  at  Quaking  Aspen  Spring,  a  gap 
fence  at  lower  Cottonwood  Creek  and  one  deve- 
loped spring  above  Sam's  Camp.  These  would 
be  maintained  by  horseback  or  vehicle.  A  pro- 


posed five  and  one-half  miles  offence  would  be 
constructed  using  horse  access  which  would 
have  to  meet  wilderness  management  standards. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

There  is  an  exclosure  at  Quaking  Aspen  Spring. 
Mule  deer  habitat  is  present  and  interest  has 
been  expressed  in  converting  13,440  acres  of 
pinyon-juniper  stands  in  southeastern  portions 
of  the  WSA  to  a  shrub-grassland  type  more  use- 
able to  deer.  This  pinyon-juniper  occurs  on 
primarily  steep,  inaccessible  slopes.  An  estimated 
fifty  percent  of  the  acreage  would  be  burned,  or 
6,720  acres,  producing  a  mosaic  of  fingers  and 
islands  of  unbumed  pinyon-juniper  stands.  The 
burned  area  would  be  reseeded  with  non-local 
browse  species.  Fence  exclosures  would  be 
built  to  protect  the  source  at  Oil  and  Mudhole 
Springs.  These  would  consist  of  a  combination 
of  barbed  and  smooth  wire  fences,  utilizing 
metal  and  juniper  posts,  and  enclosing  an  area 
of  five  acres  or  less  each.  Construction  methods, 
materials  and  access  would  not  necessarily  be 
consistent  with  preservation  of  wilderness  values. 
Power  equipment  would  be  used  for  access  and 
to  the  site  and  to  clear  and  level  the  area  along 
the  fenceline. 

Water  Resource    Management 

Nondesignation  would  permit  surface  disturbing 
activities  such  as  mining  exploration.  This  would 
primarily  occur  on  the  northwest  side  in  the 
upper  part  of  the  Cottonwood  Creek  watershed 
where  an  expected  30  acres  of  disturbance 
would  result. 

Resource  Development  Alternative 
(Partial  Wilderness  Alternative) 

(Suitable:  53,090  acres,  Nonsuitable:  31 ,845  acres) 

The  Resource  Development  alternative  recom- 
mends 53,090  acres  of  the  Clover  Mountains 
WSA  as  suitable  and  31 ,845  acres  as  nonsuitable 
for  wilderness  designation.  It  excludes  all  areas 
of  the  WSA  not  in  the  Pine  Creek-Cottonwood 
Creek  drainage,  as  well  as  some  areas  within 
this  drainage. 

At  the  time  this  alternative  was  developed,  there 
was  a  large  block  of  mining  claims  in  the  south- 
central  portion  of  the  WSA.  The  area  encom- 
passed in  these  claims  was  excluded  from  the 
area  recommended  as  suitable.  Since  that  time, 
these  claims  have  been  dropped  by  the  claimant. 
It  also  excludes  an  area  of  710  acres  of  claims 
located  on  the  WSA's  northwestern  side. 
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Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  53,090 
acres  of  the  Clover  Mountains  WSA  recom- 
mended as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropria- 
tion under  the  mining  laws  and  from  surface 
occupancy  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Min- 
ing claims  having  Plans  of  Operations  filed 
would  be  examined  to  determine  validity.  Plans 
of  Operation  for  the  development  of  claims  that 
exist  at  the  time  of  designation  would  be  pro- 
cessed in  accordance  with  existing  regulations. 
Mineral  exploration  and  development  activities 
would  continue  on  portions  of  the  nonsuitable 
area. 

Locatable  Minerals 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  area  recom- 
mended as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all 
forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  laws. 

Exploratory  actions  are  expected  in  the  some  of 
the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable.  It  is 
anticipated  exploration  would  continue  to  take 
place  around  the  Pennsylvania  Mining  district 
on  the  northwestern  side  and  would  extend 
eastward  into  the  WSA  into  the  area  currently 
encumbered  by  some  710  acres  of  mining  claims. 
Exploration  activities  would  include  claim  stak- 
ing, access  road  building,  trenching,  digging  of 
prospect  pits  and  drilling.  Total  disturbance  from 
all  these  activities  to  lands  within  the  WSA  is  not 
expected  to  exceed  30  acres.  Development  of 
working  mines  is  not  envisioned  since  it  is 
believed  mineralization  does  not  occur  in  suffi- 
cient quantity  and/or  quality  to  be  economic. 
These  activities,  conducted  within  the  nonsuita- 
ble area  can  occur  without  respect  to  preserva- 
tion of  wilderness  values. 

Leasable  Minerals 

The  entire  WSA  is  leased,  post-FLPMA,  for  oil 
and  gas.  Despite  the  abundance  of  leases, 
exploration  or  development  is  not  foreseen  be- 
cause of  the  WSA's  volcanic  cover,  unknown 
presence  of  reservoir  rock,  high  costs  asso- 
ciated with  exploration  and  drilling,  its  location 
outside  of  a  known  oil  and  gas  province  and  the 
better  potential  for  discovery  in  more  favorable 
areas. 

Salable  Minerals 

No  permits  would  be  issued  in  the  area  recom- 
mended as  suitable. 


Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  alluvial  fans 
and  washes  located  primarily  in  the  portion  of 
the  WSA  recommended  as  nonsuitable.  In  most 
cases,  demand  is  minor  because  of  remoteness 
from  markets.  Consequently,  development  or 
exploration  for  the  bulk  of  this  resource  is  not 
expected.  However,  at  least  two  sand  and  gravel 
operations  would  develop  along  Meadow  Valley 
Wash  for  use  by  the  railroad,  county  or  local 
citizens  in  the  area  recommended  nonsuitable. 
Total  disturbance  would  be  no  more  than  twenty 
acres. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  53,090  acre  portion  of  the  WSA  recom- 
mended as  suitable  would  be  closed  to  recrea- 
tional ORV  use.  No  cherrystem  roads  exist  and 
no  ways  would  be  closed,  Occasional  access  is 
obtained  up  the  lower  three  to  four  miles  of  Cot- 
tonwood Creek  and  this  would  be  precluded. 
Since  little  vehicular  access  currently  exists, 
closing  this  area  would  have  a  minimal  effect  on 
motorized  recreational  usage,  reducing  it  from 
the  current  estimated  ten  visitor-days  annually 
to  zero  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

Most  of  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable 
is  so  inaccessible  that,  unless  roads  are  con- 
structed, it  would  remain  largely  unused  by 
ORVs.  The  exception  is  that  the  southernmost 
end  of  the  WSA  would  provide  limited  access  by 
motorcycle  which  would  provide  an  additional 
twenty-five  visitor-days  annually.  The  two  or 
three  miles  of  low  standard  roads  expected  to 
result  from  mining  exploration  in  the  northwest- 
ern portion  of  the  WSA  would  increase  moto- 
rized visitation  to  an  estimated  twenty-five  visitor- 
days  annually,  and  use  along  the  Meadow  Valley 
Wash  road  would  rise  to  fifty  visitor-days,  for  a 
total  estimated  future  use  of  one  hundred  visitor- 
days  annually. 

Other  Recreation 

In  the  53,090  acres  recommended  as  suitable, 
non-motorized  recreational  pursuits  such  as 
hunting,  hiking,  rock  scrambling,  backpacking, 
nature  study,  photography  and  horseback  riding 
would  be  managed.  With  the  WSA's  relative 
accessibility  from  boundary  roads,  vegetative 
diversity  and  water,  use  would  grow  fairly  strongly 
from  the  current  estimated  eighty  to  three  hundred 
visitor-days  annually  in  the  foreseeable  future. 
Hunting  use  is  currently  estimated  to  be  thirty 
hunter-days  annually,  and  would  reach  forty 
hunter-days  in  the  foreseeable  future. 
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The  31 ,845  acre  area  recommended  as  nonsuit- 
able  would  continue  to  be  used  for  hunting 
primarily.  Hunting  use  would  be  mostly  from 
horseback,  as  presently,  and  is  estimated  at 
sixty  visitor-days  annually,  It  is  expected  to 
increase  to  seventy  visitor-days  annually  in  the 
foreseeable  future.  Activities  in  the  narrow  strip 
bordering  the  road  and  railroad  along  Meadow 
Valley  Wash  would  remain  the  same  as  at  present, 
with  parking  and  occasional  short  walks  to  the 
base  of  the  cliffs  and  up  the  draws  a  short 
distance.  This  use  is  estimated  to  be  twenty 
visitor-days  annually  in  the  future. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  there  are 
no  wildlife  developments,  Fence  exclosures 
would  be  built  to  protect  the  source  at  Oil  and 
Mudhole  Springs.  These  would  consist  of  a 
combination  of  barbed  and  smooth  wire  fences, 
utilizing  metal  and  juniper  posts,  and  enclosing 
an  area  of  five  acres  or  less  each.  Construction 
methods,  materials  and  access  would  be  con- 
sistent with  preservation  of  wilderness  values. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  there 
are  no  wildlife  developments,  There  is  an  exclo- 
sure  at  Quaking  Aspen  Spring  which  would  be 
maintained  using  power  equipment.  Mule  deer 
habitat  is  present  and  interest  has  been  expressed 
in  converting  portions  of  1 1 ,640  acres  of  pinyon- 
juniper  stands  in  the  southeastern  portions  of 
the  WSA  to  a  shrub-grassland  type.  The  burned 
area  would  be  reseeded  with  non-local  browse 
species.  The  pinyon-juniper  occurs  on  primarily 
steep,  inaccessible  slopes.  Approximately  fifty 
percent  of  the  area,  or  5,800  acres,  would  be 
burned,  producing  a  mosaic  of  fingers  and  islands 
of  unburned  vegetation. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  area  of  the  WSA  recommended  as  suitable 
contains  parts  of  four  allotments  that  would  pro- 
vide a  pro-rated  total  of  1,397  AUMs.  All  ranch- 
ing access  would  be  accomplished  on  foot  or 
horseback  as  no  useable  roads  are  available, 
Grazing  use  and  management  would  continue 
as  presently  with  use  levels  based  on  the  carry- 
ing capacity  and  access  being  obtained  by  hor- 
seback. Existing  developments  include:  One- 
half  mile  of  fence  between  Ash  and  Fife  Creeks, 
one  and  one-third  mile  of  fence  extending  south- 
westerly from  south  of  Fife  Spring  and  a  gap 
fence  at  lower  Cottonwood  Creek.  These  would 
be  maintained  by  horseback  or  vehicle.  A  pro- 
posed three  and  one-half  miles  of  fence  would 
be  constructed  using  horse  access  which  would 
have  to  meet  wilderness  management  standards. 


In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable  are 
portions  of  5  allotments  producing  a  pro-rated 
total  of  580  AUMs.  Existing  developments  include 
an  exclosure  at  Quaking  Aspen  Spring  and  one 
developed  spring  above  Sam's  Camp.  The  two 
mile  southern  terminus  of  the  fence  which  beg- 
ins to  the  north  in  the  area  recommended  as 
suitable  would  be  constructed  using  horse 
access. 

Water  Resource    Management 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  wilder- 
ness designation  would  prohibit  mining  distur- 
bances and  the  construction  of  roads  except  on 
valid  claims,  This  would  prevent  surface  distur- 
bance and  protect  water  quality  at  present  lev- 
els. Continued  grazing  by  domestic  livestock 
and  wild  horses  would  remain  the  major  factor 
affecting  the  area's  water  quality. 

The  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable  contains 
four  undeveloped  perennial  springs  and  eight 
undeveloped  and  one  developed  intermittent 
spring.  Nondesignation  would  permit  surface 
disturbing  activities  such  as  mining  exploration. 
This  would  primarily  occur  on  the  northwestern 
side  in  the  upper  part  of  the  Cottonwood  Creek 
watershed  where  an  expected  thirty  acres  of  dis- 
turbance would  result.  The  only  springs  in  an 
area  recommended  as  nonsuitable  which  may 
be  subjected  to  mineral  exploration  in  their  vicin- 
ity are  those  in  the  central-south  known  as 
Horse  Springs.  Exploration  by  legitimate  mining 
companies  is  not  expected,  but  "hobby"  explo- 
ration may  occur. 

Wilderness  Accent  Alternative 

(All  Wilderness  plus  a  portion   outside  WSA 

boundary) 

(Suitable:  86,020  acres,  Nonsuitable:  0  acres) 

The  Wilderness  Accent  alternative  recommends 
86,020  acres  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designa- 
tion. This  includes  the  entire  WSA  plus  1,085 
acres  exterior  to  the  boundary  on  the  north- 
western side  to  extend  to  the  Cottonwood  Creek 
watershed  divide. 

Mineral  Resource    Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  84,935  acres 
of  the  Clover  Mountains  WSA  and  an  1,085 
acres  outside  it  recommended  as  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation  would  be  withdrawn  from 
all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining  laws 
and  from  surface  occupancy  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws.  Mining  claims  having  Plans  of 
Operation  filed  would  be  examined  to  determine 
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validity.  Plans  of  Operation  for  the  development 
of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of  designation 
would  be  processed  in  accordance  with  existing 
regulations. 

Locatable  Minerals 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  86,020  acres  of 
the  WSA  and  1,085  acres  outside  the  WSA 
recommended  as  suitable,  would  be  withdrawn 
from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining 
laws.  Validity  exams  would  be  conducted  on  any 
mining  claims  existing  within  the  designated 
area  when  Plans  of  Operation  are  submitted. 
Mineral  exploration  and  development  would 
cease  on  the  area  recommended  as  suitable 
unless  claims  were  found  to  be  valid  discover- 
ies. If  found  to  be  valid,  development  could  pro- 
ceed subject  to  reasonable  regulation  to  protect 
wilderness  values. 

Areas  on  the  extreme  western  side  of  the  WSA 
are  considered  favorable  for  the  occurrence  of 
metallic  mineral  deposits  in  addition  to  silica 
sand  and  chemical  grade  limestone.  It  is  antici- 
pated exploration  would  continue  to  take  place 
around  the  Pennsylvania  Mining  district,  extend- 
ing into  the  area  recommended  as  suitable  in 
this  alternative,  but  outside  of  the  WSA,  Explora- 
tion would  disturb  ten  acres  in  this  area  through 
trenching  and  cat  road  construction.  Develop- 
ment of  working  mines  is  not  envisioned  since  it 
is  believed  mineralization  does  not  occur  in  suf- 
ficient quantity  and/or  quality  to  be  economic. 

Leasable  Minerals 

The  entire  WSA  is  leased,  post-FLPMA,  for  oil 
and  gas.  Despite  the  abundance  of  leases,  explor- 
ation or  development  is  not  foreseen  because  of 
the  WSA's  volcanic  cover,  unknown  presence  of 
reservoir  rock,  high  costs  associated  with  explo- 
ration and  drilling,  its  location  outside  of  a  known 
oil  and  gas  province  and  the  better  potential  for 
discovery  in  more  favorable  areas. 

Salable  Minerals 

No  permits  would  be  issued. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  86,020  acre  portion  of  the  WSA  and  contig- 
uous area  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilder- 
ness designation  would  be  closed  to  recrea- 
tional ORV  use.  No  cherrystem  roads  exist  and 
no  ways  would  be  closed.  Occasional  access  is 


obtained  up  the  lower  three  to  four  miles  of  Cot- 
tonwood Creek  and  this  would  be  precluded. 
Since  little  vehicular  access  currently  exists, 
closing  this  route  would  have  a  minimal  effect 
on  motorized  recreational  usage,  reducing  it 
from  an  estimated  ten,  to  zero  visitor-days 
annually.  Most  of  the  WSA,  including  the  1,085 
acres  added  exterior  to  the  boundary  in  this 
alternative,  is  so  inaccessible  that,  unless  roads 
are  constructed,  it  would  remain  largely  unused 
by  OR  Vs. 

Other  Recreation 

Non-motorized  recreational  pursuits  such  as 
hunting,  hiking,  rock  scrambling,  backpacking, 
nature  study,  photography  and  horseback  riding 
would  be  managed  in  the  86,020  acres  recom- 
mended as  suitable.  Hunting  use  would  be  mostly 
from  horseback  as  presently,  is  estimated  at 
sixty  visitor-days  annually  and  is  expected  to 
increase  to  seventy  visitor-days  annually  in  the 
foreseeable  future.  With  the  WSA's  relative  acces- 
sibility from  boundary  roads,  attractiveness, 
vegetative  diversity  and  water,  use,  in  addition  to 
hunting,  would  grow  fairly  strongly  from  the  cur- 
rent estimated  annual  use  of  110  visitor-days  to 
700  visitor-days  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  area  of  the  WSA  recommended  as  suitable 
contains  parts  of  five  allotments  that  provide  a 
pro-rated  total  of  2,000  AUMs.  All  ranching 
access  would  be  accomplished  on  foot  or  horse- 
back as  no  useable  roads  are  available.  Grazing 
use  and  management  would  continue  as  pres- 
ently with  use  levels  based  on  the  carrying 
capacity  and  access  being  obtained  by  horse- 
back. Existing  developments  include:  One-half 
mile  of  fence  between  Ash  and  Fife  Creeks,  one 
and  one-third  miles  of  fence  extending  south- 
westerly from  south  of  Fife  Spring,  a  gap  fence 
at  lower  Cottonwood  Creek  and  one  developed 
spring  above  Sam's  Camp.  These  would  be 
maintained  by  horseback.  A  proposed  five  and 
one-half  miles  of  fence  in  the  central  portion 
would  be  built  using  horse  access  and  which 
would  have  to  meet  wilderness  management 
policy  guidelines. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

An  exclosure  at  Quaking  Aspen  Spring  would 
be  maintained.  Fenced  exclosures  would  be 
built  to  protect  the  source  at  Oil  and  Mudhole 
Springs.  These  would  consist  of  a  combination 
of  barbed  and  smooth  wire  fences,  utilizing 
green  metal  and  juniper  posts,  and  enclosing  an 
area  of  five  acres  or  less  each. 
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Water  Resource    Management 

Wilderness  designation  would  prohibit  mining 
disturbances  and  the  construction  of  roads  except 
on  valid  claims.  This  would  prelude  most  sur- 
face disturbing  activities  and  protect  water  qual- 
ity at  present  levels.  Continued  grazing  by 
domestic  livestock  and  wild  horses  would  remain 
the  major  factor  affecting  the  area's  water  quality. 
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TABLE  2-2 

SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 
CLOVER  MOUNTAINS  WSA 


IMPACT 
TOPIC 


PROPOSED  ACTION 


ALL  WILDERNESS 


NO  WILDERNESS 


Impacts  on  Exploration  on  claims 
Development  prior  to  designation 
of  Mineral  would  occur  but  valid 
Resources   discoveries  are  not 

anticipated.  A  minor 
market  for  sand  and 
gravel  would  be  met. 


Exploration  on  claims  prior 
to  designation  would  occur 
but  valid  discoveries  are 
not  anticipated.  A  minor 
market  for  sand  and  gravel 
would  be  satisfied  nearby. 


Exploration  on  claims 
would  occur  but  develop- 
ment is  not  anticipated. 
Sand  and  gravel  would  be 
produced  along  Meadow 
Valley  Wash. 


RESOURCE 
DEVELOPMENT 


WILDERNESS 
ACCENT 


Exploration  on  claims  would  occur 
but  development  is  not  anticipated. 
Sand  and  gravel  would  be  produced 
along  Meadow  Valley  Wash. 


Exploration  on  claims  prior 
to  designation  would  occur 
but  valid  discoveries  are 
not  anticipated .  A  minor 
market  for  sand  and  gravel 
would  be  satisfied  nearby. 


Impacts  on 
Recreation 


to 
i 


Current  motorized  re- 
creational use  of  10 
visits  annually  would 
be  displaced.   Primi- 
tive recreational  use 
would  rise  to  625 
visits. 


Current  motorized  recrea- 
tional use  of  35  visits 
annually  would  be  displaced. 
Primitive  recreational  use 
would  rise  to  625  visits. 


Current  motorized  re- 
creational use  would 
rise  to  110  visits 
annually.  Primitive 
use  will  rise  to  200 
visits. 


Current  motorized  recreational  use  Current  motorized  recrea- 
of  10  visits  annually  would  be     tional  use  of  35  visits 
displaced.  Primitive  recreational  annually  would  be  displaced, 
use  would  rise  to  300  visits.      Primitive  recreational  use 

would  rise  to  700  visits. 


Impacts  on 
Deer  Prod- 
uction 


Natural  fire  may  in- 
crease habitat  pro- 
ductivity but  habitat 
manipulation  opportu- 
nities are  more 
limited. 


Natural  fire  may  increase 
habitat  productivity  but 
habitat  manipulation  oppor- 
tunities are  more  limited. 


Deer  populations  would 
increase  by  10  percent. 


Deer  populations  would  increase 
10  percent. 


Natural  fire  may  increase 
habitat  productivity  but 
habitat  manipulation  oppor- 
tunities are  more  limited. 


Impacts  on  Major  effect  on  water 
Water      quality  would  continue 
Quality    to  be  livestock  and 
wild  horse  grazing. 
All  of  the  Cottonwood 
Creek  watershed  except 
5,185  acres  would  be 
in  designated  wilder- 
ness. 


Major  effect  on  water  quality  Major  effect  on  water 
would  continue  to  be  live-   quality  would  continue  to 
stock  and  wild  horse  grazing,  be  livestock  and  wild 
All  of  the  Cottonwood  Creek   horse  grazing.  All  of 
watershed  except  4,475  acres  the  Cottonwood  Creek 
would  be  in  designated  wild-  watershed  would  remain 
erness.  open  to  surface  disturb- 

ance such  as  minerals 
exploration . 


Major  effect  on  water  quality 
would  continue  to  be  livestock 
and  wild  horse  grazing.  Included 
in  wilderness  would  be  53,090 
acres.  Excluded  are  31,845  acres 
which  would  remain  open  to  surface 
disturbance  such  as  minerals 
exploration. 


Major  effect  on  water  quality 
would  continue  to  be  live- 
stock and  wild  horse  grazing. 
All  of  the  Cottonwood  Creek 
watershed  is  included  in 
designated  wilderness  except 
for  3,330  acres  at  Fife 
Spring. 


TABLE  2-2 

SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 
CLOVER  MOUNTAINS  WSA 


IMPACT 
TOPIC 


PROPOSED  ACTION 


ALL  WILDERNESS 


NO  WILDERNESS 


Impacts  on 
Wilderness 
Values 


1 


01 


Wilderness  values  of 
naturalness  and  out- 
standing opportunities 
for  solitude  and 
primitive  and 
unconf ined  recreation 
would  be  retained 
on  84,165  acres 
recommended  as 
suitable .  Nearly 
an  entire  flowing 
stream's  watershed 
is  included.  Wilder- 
ness values  would  be 
lost  on  30  of  the  770 
acres  recommended 
nonsui table. 


Wilderness  values  of  natur- 
alness and  outstanding  op- 
portunities for  solitude 
and  primitive  and  uncon- 
f ined  recreation  would  be 
retained  on  84,935  acres 
recommended  as  suitable. 
Much  of  an  entire  flowing 
stream's  watershed  is  in- 
cluded. In  spite  of  ex- 
ploration, wilderness  values 
would  be  retained  on  770 
acres  with  mining  claims. 


Wilderness  values  of 
naturalness  and 
outstanding  opportun- 
ities for  soli- 
tude and  primitive 
and  unconf ined 
recreation  would  be 
retained  over 
most  of  the  WSA. 
Some  reduction  of 
these  values  would 
occur  along  the 
southern,  southeastern 
and  northwestern  edges 
and  in  lower  Cotton 
wood  Creek.  These 
values  would  be  lost 
on  5,700  acres. 


RESOURCE 
DEVELOPMENT 


WILDERNESS 
ACCENT 


Wilderness  values  of  naturalness 
and  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  and  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation  would  be  retained 
over  53,090  acres  recommended  as 
suitable.  These  values  would  be 
reduced  along  the  southern,  south- 
eastern and  northwestern  edges 
and  lost  on  3,200  acres. 


Wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness and  outstanding  opportu- 
nities for  solitude  and 
primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  would  be  retained 
on  86,020  acres  recommended 
as  suitable.  These  values 
would  be  lost  on  30  acres 
in  the  northwest. 


MEADOW  VALLEY  RANGE  WSA 
(NV-050-0156)  (185,744  acres) 

Proposed  Action 

(Partial  Wilderness  Alternative) 

(Suitable:  97,1 80  acres,  Nonsuitable:  88,564  acres) 

A  portion  of  the  Meadow  Valley  Range  WSA, 
97,180  acres,  is  recommended  as  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation.  The  remaining  88,564 
acres,  located  in  the  eastern  half  of  the  WSA,  are 
recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

Mineral  Resource   Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  97,180  acres  of 
the  Meadow  Valley  Range  WSA  recommended 
as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  would  be 
withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  mining  laws  and  from  surface  occupancy 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Mining  claims 
having  Plans  of  Operation  filed  would  be  exam- 
ined to  determine  validity.  Plans  of  Operation  for 
development  of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of 
designation  would  be  processed  in  accordance 
with  existing  regulations. 

Locatable  Minerals 

Mining  claims  cover  about  thirty  acres  along  the 
western  edge  of  the  area  recommended  as  suit- 
able. No  action  is  anticipated  on  that  portion  of 
these  claims  lying  within  the  WSA. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  there 
are  about  2,200  acres  of  mining  claims  and 
some  placer  exploration  may  occur  for  precious 
metals  in  the  southeastern  portion  of  the  WSA. 
Exploration  would  involve  the  building  of  one  to 
two  miles  of  road,  several  backhoe  test  pits 
and/or  several  drill  holes,  disturbing  about  five 
acres  total.  Development  is  not  foreseen  as  it  is 
not  believed  that  resources  are  present  in  suffi- 
cient quantities  to  be  economic.  Total  surface 
disturbance  should  not  exceed  six  acres. 

The  entire  southern  half  of  the  WSA,  including 
the  southern  half  of  the  area  recommended  as 
suitable,  is  thought  to  have  a  moderate  favorabil- 
ity  for  the  occurrence  of  chemical  and/or  metal- 
lurgical grade  limestone.  Additionally,  there  is  a 
low  favorability  for  occurrence  of  inferred  gyp- 
sum, silica  sand  and  perlite.  Exploration  and/or 
development,  however,  are  not  expected  due  to 
the  rough  terrain,  distance  to  market  and  availa- 
bility of  exploitable  resources  which  exist  closer 
to  population  centers  and  rail  lines. 


Leasable  Minerals 

Most  of  the  WSA  is  leased  post-FLPMA  for  oil 
and  gas.  Exploration  and/or  development  are 
not  expected  because  of  the  general  lack  of 
interest  exhibited  by  the  petroleum  industry  and 
better  potential  for  reserves  in  other  areas. 

Salable  Minerals 

In  the  suitable  area,  no  permits  would  be  issued. 
In  the  nonsuitable  area,  it  is  doubtful  that  the 
sand  and  gravel  in  the  WSA  would  ever  be 
exploited,  as  ample  reserves  exist  outside  the 
WSA  boundary  which  are  closer  to  project  areas. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-road  Vehicle  Use 

The  97,1 80  acres  of  the  WSA  recommended  as 
suitable  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV 
use.  In  the  suitable  portion,  no  cherrystem  roads 
and  very  few  ways  exist.  Approximately  two 
miles  of  ways,  four  miles  of  lower  Farrier  and 
seven  miles  of  Wildcat  Washes,  would  be  closed 
off.  Since  little  vehicular  access  currently  exists 
to  the  suitable  portion,  designation  would  have  a 
minimal  effect  on  motorized  recreational  usage 
reducing  it  from  the  current  estimated  seventy- 
five  visitor-days  annually,  to  zero  in  the  foresee- 
able future. 

In  the  88,564  acres  recommended  as  nonsuita- 
ble, ORV  use  would  continue  in  the  ways  and 
washes  of  the  Vigo  Canyon  drainage  and  to 
Hackberry  Spring  in  Hackberry  Canyon.  There 
is  a  five-and-a-half  mile  cherrystem  road  pres- 
ent, but  access  to  it  is  blocked  at  its  terminus  on 
private  land,  and  weather  has  damaged  it  on  the 
public  lands  portion.  This  situation  is  expected 
to  continue.  Along  the  large  central  bajada, 
access  would  be  light  and  intermittent  until 
access  is  eventually  built  through  the  bluffs  bor- 
dering Meadow  Valley  Wash.  Once  access  is 
developed,  use  would  become  substantially 
higher,  rising  from  an  estimated  1 50  visitor-days 
currently,  to  400  visitor-days  annually  in  the 
foreseeable  future. 

Other  Recreation 

Dayhiking,  backpacking,  rock  scrambling,  nature 
study  and  horseback  riding  would  be  managed  in 
the  97,180  acre  suitable  area.  Non-motorized 
recreation  use  is  currently  estimated  to  be  50 
visitor-days  and  is  estimated  to  rise  to  200  visitor- 
days  annually  in  the  foreseeable  future.  Hunting 
for  deer,  bighorn  sheep  and  game  birds  would 
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continue  but  without  vehicles  in  areas  accessible 
by  vehicle.  Hunting  use  is  presently  estimated  at 
twenty  visitor-days  annually  and  is  expected  to 
remain  stable  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

In  the  88,564  acre  nonsuitable  area,  dayhiking, 
backpacking,  nature  study  and  horseback  riding 
would  continue,  mainly  in  Hackberry  Canyon, 
lower  Vigo  Canyon  and  in  the  southern  quarter 
of  the  WSA.  Hunting  for  deer  and  game  birds 
would  continue.  Hunting  use,  currently  estimated 
at  sixty  hunter-days  annually,  would  rise  to  one 
hundred  hunter-days.  Non-motorized  recreation 
use  is  estimated  at  50  visitor-days  annually  and 
expected  to  increase  to  150  visitor-days. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  the  WSA 
contains  portions  of  eight  allotments  which  pro- 
duce a  pro-rated  1,725  AUMs  plus  an  ephe- 
meral allocation  when  available.  No  cherrystem 
roads  and  very  few  ways  and  trails  penetrate 
this  area.  Range  facilities  consist  of  a  small 
reservoir,  short  pipeline  and  trough  in  Delamar 
Allotment,  a  reservoir  and  one  mile  of  fence  in 
Grapevine  Allotment,  corral,  and  spring  devel- 
opment in  Henrie  Allotment  and  a  spring  devel- 
opment in  Morrison-Wengert  Allotment.  These 
developments  would  be  maintained  by  access- 
ing the  sites  by  foot  and  horseback.  Develop- 
ments in  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable 
include  one-half  mile  of  fence,  a  corral  and  a 
spring  development.  Developments  to  be  built 
include  a  reservoir  in  Morrison-Wengert  Allotment 
and  two  reservoirs  in  Breedlove  Allotment.  The 
reservoirs  would  be  built  using  tracked  vehicles 
and  would  cause  substantial  surface  disturbance 
totaling  fourteen  acres.  This  would  impair  wil- 
derness values,  particularly  through  the  devel- 
opment of  access.  Existing  developments  would 
continue  to  be  maintained  as  currently,  by  access- 
ing the  site  with  light  trucks  and  use  of  power 
equipment. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

There  is  one  wildlife  development  in  the  WSA,  a 
big  game  guzzler  which  lies  within  the  suitable 
area.  This  project  would  continue  to  be  main- 
tained as  presently,  by  a  combination  of  walking 
and  driving. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  one 
big  game  guzzler  would  be  constructed  without 
active  concern  for  use  of  non-impairing  mate- 
rials, methods,  access  and  locations.  This  would 
result  in  surface  disturbance  totaling  one-half 


acre,  visible  tanks  and  collection  apron.  Access 
would  be  constructed  by  clearing  rocks,  ledges 
and  other  obstructions  from  approximately  nine 
miles  of  washes  to  permit  vehicle  passage.  Main- 
tenance would  be  accomplished  by  vehicular 
access. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

(Suitable:  185,744  acres,  Nonsuitable:  0  acres) 

Mineral  Resource   Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  185,744  acres  of 
the  Meadow  Valley  Range  WSA  recommended 
as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  would  be 
withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  mining  laws  and  from  surface  occupancy 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Mining  claims 
having  Plans  of  Operation  filed  would  be  exam- 
ined to  determine  validity.  Plans  of  Operation  for 
development  of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of 
designation  would  be  processed  in  accordance 
with  existing  regulations. 

Locatable  Minerals 

Mining  claims  cover  about  30  acres  on  the 
western  edge  and  about  2,200  acres  on  the 
extreme  southeastern  corner  of  the  WSA.  No 
action  is  anticipated  on  any  of  these  claims. 

The  entire  southern  half  of  the  WSA  is  thought  to 
have  moderate  favorability  for  the  occurrence  of 
chemical  and/or  metallurgical  grade  limestone. 
Additionally,  there  is  a  low  favorability  for  occur- 
rence of  inferred  gypsum,  silica  sand  and  perlite. 
Interest  in  exploration  and/or  development,  how- 
ever, is  not  expected  due  to  the  rough  terrain, 
distance  to  market  and  availability  of  exploitable 
resources  which  exist  closer  to  population  cen- 
ters and  rail  lines.  Therefore,  no  mining  claims 
are  expected  to  be  filed. 

Leasable  Minerals 

Most  of  the  WSA  is  leased  post-FLPMA  for  oil 
and  gas.  Exploration  and/or  development  are 
not  expected  because  of  the  general  lack  of 
interest  exhibited  by  the  petroleum  industry  and 
better  potential  for  reserves  in  other  areas. 

Salable  Minerals 

No  permits  would  be  issued. 
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Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  entire  187,744  acres  of  the  WSA  would  be 
closed  to  recreational  ORV  use,  There  is  one 
five-and-a  half  mile  cherrystem  road,  four  miles 
of  ways  in  the  northeast  portion,  and  four  major 
washes  providing  access.  The  cherrystem  road 
is  blocked  by  private  land  at  its  terminus  and  has 
been  damaged  by  weather.  This  situation  is 
expected  to  continue.  The  washes  are  Farrier 
(four  miles)  and  Wildcat  (seven  miles)  Washes, 
Hackberry  (one-and-a-half  miles)  and  Vigo  (six 
miles)  Canyons  and  would  be  closed.  Designa- 
tion would  reduce  vehicle  usage,  estimated  cur- 
rently at  225  visitor-days  annually,  to  1 00  visitor- 
days  annually.  Recreational  vehicle  use  would 
be  difficult  to  control  in  the  Vigo  Canyon  drain- 
age and  would  continue  at  a  level  sufficient  to 
maintain  the  presence  of  ways. 

Other  Recreation 

Dayhiking,  backpacking,  rock  scrambling,  nature 
study  and  horseback  riding  would  be  managed 
in  the  entire  WSA.  Hunting  for  deer,  bighorn 
sheep,  and  game  birds  would  continue,  but 
without  vehicles.  Non-hunting  recreation  is  esti- 
mated to  be  100  visitor-days  annually  and  is 
expected  to  increase  to  250  visitor-days  annu- 
ally in  the  foreseeable  future.  Hunting  use  should 
remain  unchanged  at  eighty  visitor-days  annu- 
ally, as  hunters  grow  in  number  and  access 
shifts  from  vehicle  to  non-vehicular  means. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

This  alternative  contains  portions  of  nine  allot- 
ments, two  of  which  are  ephemeral.  These  pro- 
duce a  pro-rated  3,554  AUMs  plus  an  ephe- 
meral allocation  when  available.  One  cherrystem 
road  and  a  few  ways  and  trails  penetrate  this 
WSA.  Range  facilities  consist  of  a  reservoir, 
pipeline  and  trough  in  Delamar  Allotment,  one- 
half  mile  of  fence  between  Breedlove  and  Henrie 
Allotments,  a  reservoir  and  one  mile  of  fence  in 
Grapevine  Allotment,  a  developed  spring  and 
corral  at  Hackberry  Spring  in  Henrie  Allotment 
and  a  spring  development  and  corral  in  Morrison- 
Wengert  Allotment.  Depending  upon  circum- 
stances specific  to  each  case,  motorized  access 
to  those  existing  developments  which  can  be 
currently  reached  by  vehicles  may  be  restricted 
and  maintenance  may  require  accessing  the 
sites  by  foot  and  by  horseback. 


Wildlife  Management  Actions 

Two  big  game  guzzlers  would  be  built  using 
non-impairing  design,  materials,  construction 
methods  and  siting.  Access  would  be  obtained 
using  non-impairing  means.  Maintenance  would 
be  accomplished  using  non-motorized  methods. 

No  Wilderness  Alternative 

(Suitable:  0  acres,  Nonsuitable:  185,744  acres) 

Mineral  Resource   Actions 

The  1 85,744  acres  of  the  Meadow  Valley  Range 
WSA  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilder- 
ness designation  would  remain  open  to  all  forms 
of  appropriation  under  the  mineral  leasing  and 
mining  laws. 

Locatable  Minerals 

Mining  claims  cover  about  30  acres  on  the 
western  edge  and  about  2,200  acres  on  the 
extreme  southeastern  corner  of  the  WSA.  Explo- 
ration for  metallic  minerals  in  the  WSA,  except- 
ing the  extreme  southeastern  portion,  is  not 
anticipated.  As  can  be  inferred  from  the  pres- 
ence of  several  mining  claims,  some  placer 
exploration  may  occur  for  precious  metals  in  the 
southeastern  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration 
would  involve  the  building  of  one  to  two  miles  of 
road,  several  backhoe  test  pits  and  /or  several 
drill  holes.  Total  surface  disturbance  is  not  ex- 
pected to  exceed  six  acres  from  this  activity, 
Development  is  not  foreseen  as  it  is  believed 
precious  metals  do  not  occur  in  sufficient  quan- 
tities to  be  economic. 

The  entire  southern  half  of  the  WSA  is  thought  to 
have  a  moderate  favorability  for  the  occurrence 
of  chemical  and/or  metallurgical  grade  limes- 
tone. Additionally,  there  is  a  low  favorability  for 
occurrence  of  inferred  gypsum,  silica  sand  and 
perlite.  Exploration  and/or  development,  how- 
ever, are  not  expected  due  to  the  rough  terrain, 
distance  to  market  and  availability  of  exploitable 
resources  which  exist  closer  to  population  cen- 
ters and  rail  lines. 

Leasable  Minerals 

Most  of  the  WSA  is  leased  post-FLPMA  for  oil 
and  gas.  Exploration  and/or  development  are 
not  expected  because  of  the  general  lack  of 
interest  exhibited  by  the  petroleum  industry  and 
better  potential  for  reserves  in  other  areas. 
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Salable  Minerals 

It  is  doubtful  that  the  sand  and  gravel  in  the  WSA 
would  ever  be  exploited  as  ample  aggregate 
reserves  exist  outside  the  WSA  which  are  closer 
to  project  areas. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

All  of  the  WSA's  187,744  acres  would  remain 
open  to  off-road  vehicle  use,  Difficulty  of  access 
and  rugged  terrain  limit  this  use  to  some  major 
washes  and  to  the  northeast  corner  of  the  WSA. 
These  washes  are  Wildcat  and  Farrier  washes, 
Hackberry  and  Vigo  Canyons.  Occasional  ORV 
races  would  be  permitted  in  Wildcat  and  Farrier 
washes.  Several  ways  in  the  Vigo  Canyon  drain- 
age would  be  used  moderately  and  become 
more  prominent.  The  mountains  are  too  rugged 
for  vehicle  use  but  the  large  central  bajada 
could  become  used  extensively  when  access  is 
developed  through  the  bluffs  bordering  Meadow 
Valley  Wash,  Vehicle  use  is  estimated  at  225 
visitor-days  annually  and  would  increase  to  450 
visitor-days  annually  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

Other  Recreation 

Dayhiking,  backpacking,  rock  scrambling,  nature 
study  and  horseback  riding  would  continue  to 
be  managed  in  the  area.  Hunting  for  deer,  bigh- 
orn sheep  and  game  birds  would  continue,  mak- 
ing use  of  vehicles  where  access  is  available, 
Hunting  use  is  estimated  at  80  hunter-days 
annually  and  would  increase  to  120 
hunter-days  in  the  foreseeable  future.  Non- 
motorized  recreation  use  is  estimated  to  be  100 
visitor-days  annually  and  is  expected  to  increase 
to  150  visitor-days  annually  in  the  foreseeable 
future. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

This  alternative  contains  portions  of  nine  allot- 
ments, two  of  which  are  ephemeral.  These  pro- 
duce a  pro-rated  3,554  AUMs  plus  an  ephemera! 
allocation  when  available.  One  cherrystem  road 
and  a  few  ways  and  trails  penetrate  this  WSA. 
Range  facilities  consist  of  a  reservoir,  pipeline 
and  trough  in  Delamar  Allotment,  one-half  mile 
of  fence  between  Breedlove  and  Henrie  Allot- 
ments, a  reservoir  and  one  mile  of  fence  in 
Grapevine  Allotment,  and  one  spring  develop- 
ment and  corral  each,  in  Henrie  and  Morrison- 
Wengert  Allotments.  These  developments  would 
continue  to  be  maintained  as  now,  by  accessing 
some  with  a  vehicle  using  washes  and  ways, 
and  others  by  horseback. 


Two  reservoirs  would  be  developed  in  Breed- 
love  Allotment  along  with  improved  access  to 
them.  One  reservoir  in  Morrison-Wengert  Allot- 
ment would  be  built,  These  would  be  built  using 
power  equipment  to  construct  an  earthfilled 
embankment.  Surface  disturbance  would  total 
about  two  acres  each.  All  development  would 
result  in  the  construction  or  improvement  of 
approximately  eighteen  miles  of  ways  and  occa- 
sional use  thereof  for  maintenance  purposes. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

There  is  one  wildlife  development  in  the  WSA,  a 
big  game  guzzler  which  lies  near  the  south- 
western boundary.  The  existing  guzzler  would 
continue  to  be  maintained  by  a  combination  of 
driving  and  walking.  Two  additional  big  game 
guzzlers  would  be  constructed  without  active 
concern  for  use  of  non-impairing  materials, 
methods,  access  and  locations.  This  would  result 
in  surface  disturbance  totaling  one  acre  for  both 
sites,  visible  tanks  and  collection  aprons.  Access 
would  be  constructed  by  clearing  rocks,  ledges, 
and  other  obstructions  from  approximately  seven- 
teen miles  of  washes  to  permit  vehicle  passage. 
Maintenance  would  be  accomplished  by  vehicu- 
lar access. 

Resource  Development  Alternative 

(Partial  Wilderness) 

(Suitable:  17,165  acres,  Nonsuitable:  168,579 
acres) 

A  portion  of  the  Meadow  Valley  Range  WSA, 
17,165  acres  centered  on  Hackberry  Canyon 
and  extending  nearly  across  the  WSA  from  east 
to  west,  is  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilder- 
ness designation. 

Mineral  Resource   Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  17,165  acres 
of  the  Meadow  Valley  Range  WSA  recommended 
as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  would  be 
withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  mining  laws  and  from  surface  occupancy 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Mining  claims 
having  Plans  of  Operation  filed  would  be 
examined  to  determine  validity.  Plans  of  Operation 
for  the  development  of  claims  that  exist  at  the 
time  of  designation  would  be  processed  in  ac- 
cordance with  existing  regulations. 
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Locatable  Minerals 

There  are  no  mining  claims  in  the  area  recom- 
mended as  suitable.  In  the  area  recommended 
as  nonsuitable,  mining  claims  cover  about  30 
acres  on  the  western  edge  and  about  2,200 
acres  on  the  extreme  southeastern  corner  of  the 
WSA.  No  activity  is  anticipated  on  that  portion  of 
the  western  group  of  claims  lying  within  the 
WSA.  Some  placer  exploration,  however,  may 
occur  for  precious  metals  in  the  southeastern 
portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  would  involve 
the  building  of  one  to  two  miles  of  road,  several 
backhoe  test  pits  and/or  several  drill  holes. 
Total  surface  disturbance  is  not  expected  to 
exceed  six  acres  from  this  activity.  Development 
is  not  foreseen  since  it  is  believed  precious 
metals  do  not  occur  in  sufficient  quantities  to  be 
economic. 

The  entire  southern  half  of  the  WSA  is  thought  to 
have  a  moderate  favorability  for  the  occurrence 
of  chemical  and/or  metallurgical  grade  limes- 
tone, Additionally,  there  is  a  low  favorability  for 
occurrence  of  inferred  gypsum,  silica  sand  and 
perlite.  Exploration  and/or  development,  how- 
ever, are  not  expected  due  to  the  rough  terrain, 
distance  to  market  and  availability  of  exploitable 
limestone  resources  which  exist  closer  to  popu- 
lation centers  and  rail  lines. 

Leasable  Minerals 

Most  of  the  WSA  is  leased  post-FLPMA  for  oil 
and  gas.  Exploration  and/or  development  are 
not  expected  because  of  the  general  lack  of 
interest  exhibited  by  the  petroleum  industry  and 
better  potential  for  reserves  in  other  areas. 

Salable  Minerals 

It  is  doubtful  that  the  sand  and  gravel  in  the  WSA 
would  ever  be  exploited,  as  ample  reserves  exist 
outside  the  WSA  boundary  which  are  closer  to 
project  areas. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  17,165  acre  portion  of  the  WSA  recom- 
mended as  suitable  would  be  closed  to  recrea- 
tional ORV  use.  This  area  has  no  cherrystem 
roads  and  no  ways,  Vehicular  access  is  attained 
one-and-a-half  miles  up  Hackberry  Canyon  Wash 
and  this  would  be  closed  off  to  the  public.  Since 
little  vehicular  access  currently  exists  to  this 
area,  designation  would  have  a  minimal  effect 
on  motorized  recreational  usage.  Use  would  fall 
from  the  current  estimated  fifty  visitor-days 
annually  to  zero  in  the  foreseeable  future. 


In  the  170,579  acres  nonsuitable  area,  ORV 
access  would  continue  in  the  ways  and  washes 
of  the  Vigo  Canyon  drainage  and  up  Wildcat  and 
Farrier  washes.  Along  the  large  central  bajada, 
access  would  be  light  and  intermittent  until 
access  is  built  through  the  bluffs  bordering 
Meadow  Valley  Wash.  Some  ORV  races  would 
be  permitted  in  Wildcat  and  Farrier  washes.  Use 
would  rise  from  an  estimated  current  use  of  175 
to  400  visitor-days  annually  in  the  foreseeable 
future. 

Other  Recreation 

Dayhiking,  backpacking,  rock  scrambling,  and 
nature  study  would  be  managed  for  in  the  suita- 
ble area.  Hunting  for  deer,  bighorn  sheep  and 
game  birds  would  continue  on  foot  and  horse- 
back. Hunting  use  would  remain  near  the  present 
total  of  twenty-five  hunter-days  annually  in  the 
foreseeable  future. 

In  portions  of  the  nonsuitable  area,  these  activi- 
ties would  continue,  with  most  taking  place  in 
the  rugged  mountain  and  hill  sections.  Horseback 
riding  would  take  place  in  the  less  precipitous 
terrain  and  in  the  canyons.  Hunting  for  deer, 
bighorn  sheep  and  game  birds  would  continue 
using  vehicles  where  access  is  available  and  on 
foot  or  horseback  in  relatively  inaccessible  areas. 
Non-motorized  use  is  estimated  to  be  65  visitor- 
days  annually  and  is  expected  to  increase  to  1 50 
visitor-days  annually  in  the  foreseeable  future, 
Hunting  use  is  currently  estimated  to  be  fifty-five 
hunter-days  annually  and  is  estimated  to  be  one 
hundred  hunter-days  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  area  recommended  as  suitable  contains 
portions  of  three  allotments  which  produce  a 
pro-rated  624  AUMs  plus  a  small  ephemeral 
allocation  when  available.  No  cherrystem  roads 
penetrate  this  area.  The  only  range  facility  con- 
sists of  a  developed  spring  in  Morrison-Wengert 
Allotment  at  Hackberry  Spring.  Depending  upon 
the  specific  circumstances,  motorized  access 
by  the  allottee  may  be  continued  to  this 
development. 

In  the  nonsuitable  area,  existing  range  facilities 
include  a  reservoir,  trough  and  pipeline  in 
Delamar  Allotment,  one-half  mile  of  fence  be- 
tween Breedlove  and  Henrie  allotments,  a  reser- 
voir and  one  mile  of  fence  in  Grapevine  Allot- 
ment, a  developed  spring  and  corral  in  Henrie 
Allotment,  a  developed  spring  in  Morrison- 
Wengert  Allotments.  These  developments  would 
continue  to  be  maintained  as  presently,  by  a 
combination  of  driving  and  horseback. 
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In  the  nonsuitable  area,  two  reservoirs  in  Breed- 
love  and  one  reservoir  in  Morrison-Wengert 
Allotment  would  be  built,  resulting  in  the  con- 
struction or  improvement  of  approximately  eigh- 
teen miles  of  washes  and  ways  to  obtain  access 
and  occasional  use  thereof  for  maintenance. 
Power  equipment  would  be  used  and  surface 
disturbance  would  total  six  acres  for  the 
reservoirs. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

There  is  one  wildlife  development  in  the  WSA,  a 
big  game  guzzler  which  lies  within  the  nonsuit- 
able  area.  This  project  would  continue  to  be 
maintained  as  presently,  by  a  combination  of 
walking  and  driving.  Two  additional  big  game 
guzzlers  would  be  constructed  without  active 
concern  for  use  of  non-impairing  materials, 
methods,  access  and  locations.  This  would  result 
in  surface  disturbance  totaling  one-half  acre, 
visible  tanks  and  collection  aprons,  Access  would 
be  constructed  by  clearing  rocks,  ledges  and 
other  obstructions  from  approximately  seven- 
teen miles  of  washes  to  permit  vehicle  passage, 
Maintenance  would  be  accomplished  by  vehicu- 
lar access. 

Wilderness  Accent  Alternative 
(Partial  Wilderness  Alternative  Number  Two) 

(Suitable:  166,500  acres,  Nonsuitable:  19,244 
acres) 

A  majority  of  the  Meadow  Valley  Range  WSA, 
166,500  acres,  is  recommended  as  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation.  This  includes  all  of  the 
WSA,  except  for  the  Vigo  Canyon  drainage  on 
the  northeast  side  of  the  WSA. 

Mineral  Resource   Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  1 66,500  acres 
of  the  Meadow  Valley  Range  WSA  recommended 
as  suitable  for  designation  would  be  withdrawn 
from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  mining 
laws  and  from  surface  occupancy  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws.  Mining  claims  having  Plans 
of  Operation  filed  would  be  examined  to  deter- 
mine validity.  Plans  of  Operation  for  the  devel- 
opment of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of  desig- 
nation would  be  processed  in  accordance  with 
existing  regulations. 

Locatable  Minerals 

Mining  claims  cover  about  30  acres  on  the 
western  edge  and  about  2,200  acres  on  the 
extreme  southeastern  corner  of  the  WSA  in  the 
area  recommended  as  suitable.  It  is  not  antici- 
pated that  any  action  would  occur  on  that  por- 
tion of  the  claims  lying  within  the  WSA  on  the 
western  edge. 


The  entire  southern  half  of  the  WSA  is  thought  to 
have  a  moderate  favorability  for  the  occurrence 
of  chemical  and/or  metallurgical  grade  limes- 
tone. Additionally,  there  is  a  low  favorability  for 
occurrence  of  inferred  gypsum,  silica  sand  and 
perlite.  Exploration  and/or  development,  how- 
ever, are  not  expected  due  to  the  rough  terrain, 
distance  to  market  and  availability  of  exploitable 
resources  which  exist  closer  to  population  cen- 
ters and  rail  lines.  Therefore,  no  mining  claims 
are  expected  to  be  filed. 

Leasable  Minerals 

Most  of  the  WSA  is  leased  post-FLPMA  for  oil 
and  gas.  Exploration  and/or  development  are 
not  expected  because  of  the  general  lack  of 
interest  exhibited  by  the  petroleum  industry  and 
better  potential  for  reserves  in  other  areas. 

Salable  Minerals 

In  the  suitable  area,  no  permits  would  be  issued. 
In  the  nonsuitable  area,  it  is  doubtful  that  the 
sand  and  gravel  in  the  WSA  would  ever  be 
exploited,  as  ample  reserves  exist  outside  the 
WSA  boundary  which  are  closer  to  project  areas. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  166,500  acres  the  WSA  recommended  as 
suitable  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV 
use.  In  this  area  are  one  five-and-a-half  mile 
cherrystem  road  and  few  ways.  Access  on  ap- 
proximately two  miles  of  ways,  and  seven  miles 
of  Wildcat  and  three  miles  of  Farrier  washes, 
and  one-and-a-half  miles  of  lower  Hackberry 
Canyon  would  be  precluded.  Designation  would 
have  a  minimal  effect  on  motorized  recreational 
usage  reducing  it  from  a  current  estimated  fifty 
visitor-days  to  zero  visitor-days  annually  in  the 
foreseeable  future. 

In  the  21,244  acres  recommended  as  nonsuita- 
ble, ORV  access  would  continue  in  the  ways 
and  washes  of  the  Vigo  Canyon  drainage.  Cur- 
rent use  is  estimated  to  be  175  visitor-days 
annually  and  would  rise  to  300  visitor-days  in 
the  foreseeable  future. 

Other  Recreation 

Dayhiking,  backpacking,  rock  scrambling,  nature 
study  and  horseback  riding  would  be  managed 
in  the  suitable  area.  Hunting  for  deer,  bighorn 
sheep  and  game  birds  would  continue,  but  on 
foot  or  horseback.  Non-motorized  recreational 
use  is  currently  estimated  at  90  visitor-days 
annually  and  is  expected  to  reach  225  visitor- 
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days,  while  hunting  would  rise  from  the  current 
estimate  of  50  hunter-days  annually  to  75  hunter- 
days  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

In  the  nonsuitable  area,  hunting  by  vehicle  would 
continue  for  deer  and  game  birds.  Non-motorized 
recreational  use  is  estimated  at  ten  visitor-days 
annually  and  expected  to  increase  to  twenty-five 
visitor-days  annually,  while  hunting  use  would 
rise  from  the  current  estimate  of  thirty  hunter- 
days  to  eighty  hunter-days  annually  in  the  fore- 
seeable future. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  suitable  area  of  the  WSA  contains  portions 
of  nine  allotments  which  produce  a  pro-rated 
2,851  AUMs  plus  an  ephemeral  allocation  when 
available.  One  cherrystem  road  and  few  ways 
and  trails  penetrate  the  area.  Range  facilities 
consist  of  a  small  reservoir,  pipeline  and  trough 
in  Delamar  Allotment,  one-half  mile  of  fence 
between  Breedlove  and  Henrie  allotments,  a 
reservoir  and  one  mile  of  fence  in  Grapevine 
Allotment,  and  a  developed  spring  in  Henrie  and 
Morrison-Wengert  allotments.  Depending  upon 
circumstances  specific  to  each  case,  motorized 
access  to  those  existing  developments  which 
can  be  currently  reached  by  vehicles  may  be 
restricted  and  maintenance  may  require  access- 
ing the  sites  by  foot  and  by  horseback. 

Two  reservoirs  in  Breedlove  Allotment  would  be 
built  in  the  suitable  area.  These  would  be  built 
using  powered  equipment  to  construct  an  earth- 
filled  embankment.  Surface  disturbance  would 
total  about  one  acre  each  and  be  confined  to  the 
watered  area  of  the  reservoirs. 

In  the  nonsuitable  area,  existing  ways  would 
continue  to  be  used  for  ranching  and  mainte- 
nance purposes.  One  reservoir  in  Morrison- 
Wengert  allotment  would  be  built.  This  would  be 
built  using  powered  equipment  to  construct  an 
earthfilled  embankment.  Surface  disturbance 
would  total  about  two  acres.  This  project  would 
result  in  the  construction  or  improvement  of 
approximately  four  miles  of  way  and  occasional 
use  thereof  for  maintenance. 


Wildlife  Management  Actions 

Two  big  game  guzzlers  would  be  built  using 
non-impairing  design,  materials,  construction 
methods  and  siting.  Access  would  be  obtained 
using  non-impairing  means.  Maintenance  would 
be  accomplished  using  non-motorized  methods. 


MORMON  MOUNTAINS  WSA 
(NV-050-0161)  (162,887  acres) 


Proposed  Action 

(Partial  Wilderness  Alternative) 

(Suitable:  123,130  acres,  Nonsuitable:  39,757 
acres) 

The  majority  of  the  WSA  is  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation,  incorporat- 
ing the  central  portion,  the  spectacular  Moapa 
Peak  area  on  the  south  and  representative  baja- 
das  on  several  sides. 

Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  1 23,1 30  acres 
of  the  WSA  recommended  as  suitable  would  be 
withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  mining  laws  and  from  surface  occupancy 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Mining  claims 
having  Plans  of  Operations  filed  would  be  exam- 
ined to  determine  validity.  Plans  of  operation  for 
development  of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of 
designation  would  be  processed  in  accordance 
with  existing  regulations. 

In  the  39,757  acres  of  the  WSA  recommended  as 
nonsuitable,  mineral  leasing  and  mining  explo- 
ration would  continue  in  accordance  with  exist- 
ing law. 

Locatable  Minerals 

Within  the  area  recommended  as  suitable  are 
small  blocks  of  mining  claims  in  the  southern 
and  southeastern,  and  in  the  north-central  por- 
tions. Exploration  or  development  would  not 
occur  since  no  valid  claims  are  likely  to  exist. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  there 
is  a  large  block  of  approximately  9,800  acres 
mining  claims  in  the  southwestern  portion  of  the 
WSA.  Placer  exploration  may  occur  on  these 
claims,  resulting  in  four  miles  of  roads  and  less 
than  fifteen  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 

Leasable  Minerals 

Most  of  the  WSA  is  leased  post-FLPMA  for  oil 
and  gas.  In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable, 
no  exploration  is  expected. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  explo- 
ration would  occur  in  the  southwestern  quarter 
and  east  central  fringe  of  the  WSA.  This  would 
involve  geophysical  work,  some  road  building 
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TABLE  2-3 

SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 
MEADOW  VALLEY  RANGE  WSA 


IMPACT 
TOPIC 


PROPOSED  ACTION 


ALL  WILDERNESS 


NO  WILDERNESS 


RESOURCE 
DEVELOPMENT 


WILDERNESS 
ACCENT 


Wilderness  values  of  natur- 
alness and  outstanding  op- 
portunities for  solitude 
and  unconfined  recreation 
would  be  retained  on  168,444 
acres.  Much  of  the  17,300 
acres  of  upper  Vigo  Canyon 
drainage  would  lose  these 
values  due  to  ORV  use. 


Impacts  on  Wilderness  values  of 
Wilderness  naturalness  and  out- 
Values     standing  opportunities 
for  solitude  and 
unconfined  recreation 
would  be  retained  on 
97,180  acres  recom- 
mended as  suitable. 
The  area  recommended 
as  nonsui table  would 
lose  these  values  on 
62,800  acres. 


Impacts    Exploration  may  occur   Exploration  may  occur  on 
on        on  claims  in  the  south-  claims  in  the  southeast 
Development  east.  No  development   prior  to  designation  but 
of  Mineral  is  anticipated.       valid  discoveries  are  not 
Resources  anticipated . 


Impacts  on 
Recreation 


Motorized  recreational  Motorized  use  would  decrease 
use  of  75  would  be  dis-  from  225  to  100  visits  an- 

placed.  Use  would  nually.  Primitive  recreat- 

reach  400  visits  ional  use  would  rise  to  250 

annually.  Primitive  visits, 
recreational  use  would 
rise  to  200  visits. 


Impacts  on 

Livestock 

Grazing 

Manage- 
ment 


Meeting  non-impairment 
criteria  would  add  an 
increment  of  effort 
and  cost  to  one  new 
reservoir  project. 


Tvro  proposed  reservoir  pro- 
jects would  not  be  built. 


Wilderness  values  of 
naturalness  and 
outstanding  opportun- 
ities for  soli- 
tude and  unconfined 
recreation  would  be  re- 
tained on  72,844  acres. 
These  values  would  be 
reduced  or  lost  on 
112,900  acres. 


Exploration  would  occur 
on  claims  in  the  south- 
east. No  development 
is  anticipated. 


Motorized  use  would  rise 
to  450  visits  annually. 
Primitive  recreational 
use  would  rise  to  150 
visits  annually. 


Wilderness  values  of  naturalness 
and  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  and  unconfined  recreation 
would  be  retained  on  17,165  acres 
recommended  as  suitable  and  on 
42,879  acres  of  the  area  recommend- 
ed as  nonsui  table.  These  values 
would  be  lost  or  reduced  on  the 
remaining  125,700  acres. 


Exploration  would  occur  on  claims 
in  the  southeast.  No  development 
is  anticipated. 


Motorized  use  would  rise  to  400 
visits  annually.  Primitive  rec- 
reational use  would  rise  to 
150  visits. 


There  would  be  no  effect.  There  would  be  no  effect. 


Wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness and  outstanding  opportu- 
nities for  solitude  and 
unconfined  recreation  would 
be  retained  on  166,500  acres 
recommended  as  suitable. 
These  values  would  be  lost 
or  reduced  on  19,244  acres 
recommended  as  nonsui table. 
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Exploration  may  occur  on 
claims  in  the  southeast 
prior  to  designation  but 
valid  discoveries  are  not 
anticipated. 


Motorized  use  would  rise  to 
300  visits  annually. 
Primitive  recreational  use 
would  rise  to  300  visits. 


Two  proposed  reservoir  proj- 
ects would  not  be  built. 
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and  two  exploratory  wells.  Geophysical  explora- 
tion would  not  exceed  ten  acres  surface  distur- 
bance. Two  wells  would  disturb  approximately 
ten  acres  each  for  drill  pads  and  access.  For  the 
most  part,  existing  roads  and  trails  would  be 
used  for  access  but  would  have  to  be  upgraded. 
Development  and  production  are  not  anticipated. 

Salable  Minerals 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  no  per- 
mits would  be  issued.  In  the  area  recommended 
as  nonsuitable,  one  sand  and  gravel  pit  would 
be  established,  disturbing  an  area  of  fewer  than 
ten  acres. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  1 23,1 30  acres  of  the  WSA  recommended  as 
suitable  would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV 
use.  Designation  would  have  a  minor  effect  on 
vehicular  use  changing  it  from  a  current  esti- 
mated 180  visitor-days  annually  to  75  visitor- 
days  annually  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable  are 
24,900  acres  which  would  be  open  to  vehicles. 
Most  of  this  terrain  would  be  used  by  vehicles 
since  it  is  relatively  level  and  bordered  or  pene- 
trated by  roads  or  ways.  Motorized  recreation 
vehicle  use  is  estimated  to  rise  from  the  current 
level  of  330  visitor-days  annually,  to  525  visitor- 
days  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

Other  Recreation 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  manage- 
ment would  emphasize  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  in  the  core  of  the  area,  in  the 
Moapa  Peak  region  and  onto  the  upper  bajadas 
all  of  which  offer  outstanding  hiking,  backpack- 
ing, climbing  and  photographic  opportunities. 
Cave  management  would  protect  cave  resour- 
ces and  spelunking  opportunities.  Horseback 
riding  would  be  managed  along  the  lower  edges 
of  the  WSA  where  terrain  permits. 

The  only  good  hunting  is  for  birds  and  this 
would  continue  with  access  attained  from  bor- 
dering roads  and  cherrystem  roads.  Bighorn 
sheep  hunting  would  continue  on  the  present 
limited  scale  until  populations  recover,  Designa- 
tion would  cause  non-motorized  recreational 
use  to  rise  from  the  current  estimated  use  of  350 
visitor-days  annually  to  900  visitor-days  annu- 
ally in  the  foreseeable  future  while  rising  from  50 
currently,  to  1 00  visitor  in  the  area  recommended 
as  non-suitable.  Hunting  use  would  rise  from  the 
current  estimated  190  hunter-days  annually,  to 
250  hunter-days  in  the  foreseeable  future. 


Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  area  recommended  as  suitable  contains 
portions  of  six  grazing  allotments  which  pro- 
duce a  pro-rated  1,021  AUMs,  plus  an  ephe- 
meral allocation  when  available.  Developments 
consist  of  four  spring  developments,  four  water 
troughs,  one  corral,  and  approximately  five  miles 
of  pipelines.  Half-mile  gap  fences  separate  Gourd 
Spring  Allotment  from  Mormon  Peak  and  White 
Rock  allotments,  and  White  Rock  and  Henrie 
allotments.  There  is  a  small  exclosure  in  White 
Rock  Allotment  in  the  portion  recommended  as 
nonsuitable. 

Three  springs  would  be  redeveloped  along  with 
their  associated  pipelines  and  water  storage 
facilities.  A  well  has  been  proposed  as  a  possi- 
ble alternative  to  supply  water  in  the  southeast. 
All  of  these  proposals  can  be  reached  by  exist- 
ing ways  and/or  cherrystem  roads.  Minor  clean- 
up of  these  ways  would  be  necessary  and 
equipment  such  as  backhoes  and  crawler  trac- 
tors would  be  used  to  redevelop  two  of  these 
springs  and  install  pipelines  and  tanks.  Use  of 
equipment,  facilities  siting,  access  and  materials 
would  be  accomplished  in  a  way  which  pre- 
serves wilderness  values.  Surface  disturbance 
would  total  twenty  acres  and  would  be  largely 
confined  to  existing  ways  which  would  be  reha- 
bilitated and  reseeded. 

No  developments  are  proposed  in  the  area  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

Wildlife  developments  in  the  area  recommended 
as  suitable  consist  of  three  big  game  guzzlers, 
twenty-one  quail  guzzlers,  and  numerous  gap 
fences.  The  existing  fences  and  small  game 
guzzlers  would  continue  to  be  maintained  as 
presently  by  a  combination  of  walking  and  driv- 
ing. The  big  game  guzzlers  would  have  to  main- 
tained by  horseback.  Five  water  catchments, 
eight  big  game  guzzlers  and  several  gap  fences 
would  be  built.  Design,  siting,  materials,  access 
and  construction  methods  would  be  accomp- 
lished in  a  non-impairing  manner.  Surface  dis- 
turbance would  total  four  acres.  In  the  central 
portion  of  the  WSA,  a  vegetation  conversion  pro- 
ject would  convert  25  percent  of  a  brush  and 
pinyon-juniper  covered  4,600  acres  to  improved 
big  game  forage. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for 
wilderness  designation,  there  are  two  quail 
guzzlers  and  their  maintenance  would  continue 
as  presently. 
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All  Wilderness  Alternative 

(Suitable:  162,887  acres,  Nonsuitable:  0  acres) 

Mineral  Resource  Actions 
Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  all  1 62,887  acres 
of  the  Mormon  Mountains  WSA  would  be  with- 
drawn from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the 
mining  laws  and  from  surface  occupancy  under 
the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Mining  claims  having 
Plans  of  Operations  filed  would  be  examined  to 
determine  validity,  Plans  of  Operation  for  devel- 
opment of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of  desig- 
nation would  be  processed  in  accordance  with 
existing  regulations. 

Locatable  Minerals 

There  is  a  large  block  of  mining  claims  in  the 
southwestern  portion,  scattered  small  blocks  in 
the  southeastern  portion  and  a  small  block  in  the 
north-central  portion  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  or 
development  would  not  occur  since  no  valid 
claims  are  likely  to  exist. 


Leasable  Minerals 

Although   much  of  the  WSA  is  leased 
FLPMA,  no  exploration  is  anticipated. 


post- 


Salable  Minerals 

No  permits  would  be  issued. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

All  1 67,887  acres  of  the  WSA  would  be  closed  to 
recreational  ORV  use,  Approximately  thirty-five 
miles  of  cherrystem  roads  would  remain  open, 
Twenty-five  miles  of  ways  would  be  closed.  Due 
to  terrain  features,  portions  of  90,000  acres 
would  be  within  reach  of  vehicles  if  not  closed. 
Designation  would  reduce  the  estimated  current 
annual  motorized  recreation  use  from  51 0  visitor- 
days  to  300  visitor-days. 

Other  Recreation 

Management  would  emphasize  primitive  recrea- 
tion opportunities  in  the  core  of  the  area  and  in 
the  Moapa  Peak  region,  where  steep  terrain 
creates  outstanding  hiking,  backpacking,  climb- 
ing and  photographic  opportunities.  Cave  man- 
agement would  protect  cave  resources  and  spe- 
lunking opportunities.  Horseback  riding  would 
be  managed  along  the  lower  edges  of  the  WSA 
where  terrain  permits. 


The  only  good  hunting  is  for  birds  and  this 
would  continue  with  access  attained  from  bor- 
dering roads  and  cherrystem  roads.  Big  horn 
sheep  hunting  would  continue  on  the  present 
limited  scale  until  populations  recover.  Designa- 
tion would  cause  non-motorized  recreational 
use  to  rise  from  the  current  estimated  use  of  400 
visitor-days  annually  to  1 ,000  visitor-days  annu- 
ally in  the  foreseeable  future.  Hunting  use  would 
drop  slightly  from  the  current  estimated  250 
hunter-days  annually,  to  200  hunter-days  in  the 
foreseeable  future. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  WSA  contains  portions  of  seven  grazing 
allotments  which  produce  a  pro-rated  2,869 
AUMs,  and  an  ephemeral  allocation  when  avail- 
able. There  are  four  spring  developments,  four 
water  troughs,  one  corral,  and  about  five  miles  of 
pipelines.  Half-mile  gap  fences  separate  Gourd 
Spring  from  Mormon  Peak  and  White  Rock 
allotments,  and  White  Rock  and  Henrie  allot- 
ments. There  is  a  small  exclosure  in  White  Rock 
Allotment.  The  springs  would  be  maintained  by 
the  occasional  use  of  motorized  equipment  such 
as  a  backhoe,  to  redevelop  the  source.  Surface 
disturbance  would  total  one  acre.  The  fences 
would  be  maintained  by  horseback  except  for 
those  close  to  boundary  or  cherrystem  roads. 
Three  springs  are  presently  proposed  for  rede- 
velopment along  with  their  associated  pipelines 
and  water  storage  facilities.  A  well  has  been 
proposed  as  a  possible  alternative  to  supply 
water  in  the  southeast.  All  of  these  proposals 
can  be  reached  by  existing  ways  and/or  cherry- 
stem roads.  Minor  clean-up  of  these  ways  would 
be  necessary  and  equipment  such  as  backhoes 
and  crawler  tractors  would  be  Used  to  redevelop 
two  of  these  springs  and  install  pipelines  and 
tanks.  Use  of  equipment,  facilities  siting  and 
materials  would  be  accomplished  in  a  way  which 
preserves  wilderness  values.  Surface  disturbance 
would  total  twenty  acres  and  would  be  largely 
confined  to  existing  ways  which  would  be  reha- 
bilitated and  reseeded. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

Wildlife  developments  in  the  WSA  include  three 
big  game  guzzlers,  twenty-three  quail  guzzlers, 
and  numerous  gap  fences.  The  guzzlers  and 
fences  would  continue  to  be  maintained  as 
presently  by  a  combination  of  driving  and  walk- 
ing. Five  water  catchments,  eight  big  game 
guzzlers  and  several  gap  fences  would  be  built. 
Design,  siting,  materials,  access  and  construc- 
tion methods  would  be  accomplished  in  a  non- 
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impairing  manner.  Maintenance  will  be  made  by 
non-vehicular  access  by  walking  from  where 
cherrystem  roads  approach  developments.  Sur- 
face disturbance  would  total  four  acres.  In  the 
central  portion  of  the  WSA,  a  vegetation  conver- 
sion project  would  convert  25  percent  of  a  brush 
and  pinyon-juniper  covered  4,600  acres  to  im- 
proved big  game  forage. 

No  Wilderness  Alternative 

(Suitable:  0  acres,  Nonsuitable:  162,887  acres) 

Mineral  Resource  Actions 

The  162,887  acres  of  the  Mormon  Mountains 
WSA  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilder- 
ness designation  would  remain  open  to  all  forms 
of  appropriation  under  the  mineral  leasing  and 
mining  laws. 

Locatable  Minerals 

The  bulk  of  the  Mormon  Mountains  is  composed 
of  Paleozoic  limestone  and  dolomite,  some  of 
which  may  be  of  chemical  or  metallurgical  grade. 
Exploration  and/or  development  for  limestone, 
however,  are  not  expected  due  to  the  rough  ter- 
rain, distance  to  market  and  availability  of  exploit- 
able limestone  resources  which  exist  closer  to 
population  centers  and  to  rail  lines. 

Geochemical  surveys  have  shown  the  presence 
of  some  metallics  albeit  in  limited  concentra- 
tions in  and  around  the  central  Mormon  Moun- 
tains WSA.  There  are  approximately  1 0,350  acres 
of  mining  claims  and  some  exploration  activities 
would  take  place  in  the  vicinity  of  Whitmore 
Mine  through  the  south-central  part  and  in  the 
southwestern  and  southeastern  areas  of  the 
WSA,  Exploration  would  occur  in  the  zone  sur- 
rounding the  Iron  Blossom  prospect  in  a  band 
three  miles  wide  and  extending  three  miles  west 
and  four  miles  east.  These  activities  would  include 
ORV  use,  some  road  construction,  claim  staking, 
drilling,  test  pits  and  trenching.  Around  Whit- 
more Mine,  road  building  is  projected  to  be  two 
miles  and  surface  disturbance  of  ten  acres  or 
less,  Mineralization  in  substantial  economic 
quantities  is  not  thought  to  exist,  but  some  minor 
mine  development  is  projected.  This  would  result 
in  another  fifteen  acres  of  disturbance. 

Placer  exploration  may  occur  on  the  southwest- 
ern bajada,  resulting  in  four  miles  of  roads  and 
less  than  fifteen  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 
Similar  exploration  would  occur  on  the  scat- 
tered claims  of  the  southeastern  area,  resulting 
in  three  or  four  miles  of  road  construction  and 
less  than  two  acres  of  surface  disturbance.  No 
development  is  projected  in  either  area  because 
it  is  not  thought  that  precious  metals  economi- 
cally exist. 


Leasable  Minerals 

Nearly  all  of  the  WSA  is  leased  post-FLPMA  for 
oil  and  gas.  Exploration  is  expected  to  occur  in 
the  western  third  and  central  eastern  portion  of 
the  WSA.  This  would  involve  geophysical  work, 
road  building  and  exploratory  well  drilling.  Geo- 
physical exploration  would  not  exceed  ten  acres 
of  surface  disturbance.  Two  wells  would  disturb 
approximately  ten  acres  each  for  drill  pads  and 
access.  For  the  most  part,  existing  roads  and 
trails  would  be  used  to  access  the  drill  sites  but 
would  have  to  be  upgraded. 

Salable  Minerals 

At  least  three  sand  and  gravel  pits  would  be 
established  along  the  WSA's  western  boundary. 
The  material  produced  is  convenient  for  main- 
tenance of  the  Meadow  Valley  Wash  road  and 
the  Union  Pacific  Railroad.  Each  pit  and  access 
would  disturb  fewer  than  ten  acres. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

All  167,887  acres  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  off-road  vehicular  travel.  Due  to  terrain 
restrictions,  in  practical  terms,  portions  of  90,000 
acres  would  be  within  reach  of  vehicles.  Access 
would  continue  via  approximately  twenty-five 
miles  of  ways  and  thirty-five  miles  of  cherrystem 
roads.  An  additional  ten  miles  of  road  would 
become  available  through  mineral  exploration 
efforts.  Current  annual  use  of  51 0  visitor-days  is 
estimated  to  increase  to  1 ,000  visitor-days  in  the 
foreseeable  future. 

Other  Recreation 

In  the  core  of  the  area  and  in  the  Moapa  Peak 
region,  steep  terrain  creates  outstanding  hiking, 
backpacking,  climbing  and  photographic  oppor- 
tunities and  prohibits  vehicular  access.  Non- 
motorized  activities  would  continue  there  due  to 
the  area's  attractiveness.  Horseback  riding  would 
occur  along  the  lower  edges  of  the  WSA  where 
terrain  permits  and  along  roads  and  ways.  Hunt- 
ing for  birds  would  continue,  utilizing  lower  ele- 
vation roads  and  ways,  as  would  hunting  for  big 
horn  sheep  in  the  higher  elevations.  Non- 
motorized  recreational  use  would  rise  from  the 
current  estimated  annual  use  of  400  visitor- 
days,  to  550  visitor-days  in  the  foreseeable 
future.  Hunting  use  would  rise  from  the  current 
estimated  annual  use  of  250  hunter-days  to  425 
hunter-days  in  the  foreseeable  future. 


2-26 


■M—MBiBwramiMMmTTiirr '    ■ 


Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  WSA  contains  portions  of  seven  grazing 
allotments  which  produce  a  pro-rated  2,869 
AUMs  plus  an  ephemeral  allocation  when  avail- 
able. Developments  include  four  spring  devel- 
opments and  water  troughs,  one  corral,  approx- 
imately five  miles  of  pipeline,  one  and  one-half 
miles  of  fences  and  a  small  exclosure.  Three  of 
the  springs  are  proposed  for  redevelopment 
along  with  associated  pipelines  and  water  stor- 
age facilities.  Backhoes  and  crawler  tractors 
would  be  used  to  redevelop  these  springs  and 
install  pipelines  and  tanks.  A  well  has  been  pro- 
posed as  a  possible  alternative  to  supply  water 
in  the  southeast.  All  of  these  facilities  can  be 
reached  by  existing  ways  and/or  cherrystem 
roads  with  minor  clean-up  of  the  ways.  Siting, 
construction  methods,  access  and  materials  may 
not  be  consistent  with  wilderness  preservation. 
Surface  disturbance  would  total  fifty  acres. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

Wildlife  developments  include  three  big  game 
guzzlers,  twenty-three  quail  guzzlers  and  numer- 
ous gap  fences.  These  would  be  maintained  by 
a  combination  of  driving  and  walking  access  as 
presently.  Continued  use  of  power  equipment 
would  be  required  to  maintain  the  large  apron 
and  structures  at  one  of  the  guzzlers.  In  the  cen- 
tral portion  of  the  WSA,  a  vegetation  conversion 
project  would  convert  25  percent  of  a  brush  and 
pinyon-juniper  covered  4,600  acres  to  improved 
big  game  forage. 

Five  water  catchments,  eight  big  game  guzzlers, 
and  the  gap  fences  would  be  built.  Construction 
of  the  big  game  guzzlers  may  produce  an  extra 
four  miles  of  road  and  local  impairment  of  wil- 
derness values  due  to  the  choice  of  materials, 
construction  methods,  design  and  siting.  Total 
surface  disturbance,  roads  excluded,  would  be 
eight  acres. 

Lands 

Based  on  past  interest,  the  U.S.  Air  Force  would 
install  an  electronic  facility  on  the  peak  of  Mor- 
mon Mountain.  This  would  entail  some  leveling 
and  clearing,  the  installation  of  small  packages 
and  some  antennas. 

Resource  Development  Alternative 

(Partial  Wilderness) 

(Suitable:  23,690  acres,  Nonsuitable:  139,197 
acres) 


The  central  portion  of  the  Mormon  Mountains 
WSA,  23,690  acres,  is  recommended  as  suitable 
for  wilderness  designation. 

Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  23,690  acres 
ofthe  Mormon  Mountains  WSA  recommended 
as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  would  be 
withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  mining  laws  and  from  surface  occupancy 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Mining  claims 
having  Plans  of  Operations  filed  would  be  exam- 
ined to  determine  validity.  Plans  of  operation  for 
development  of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of 
designation  would  be  processed  in  accordance 
with  existing  regulations. 

Locatable  Minerals 

There  are  no  mining  claims  within  the  area 
recommended  as  suitable.  The  bulk  of  the 
Mormon  Mountains  is  composed  of  Paleozoic 
limestone  and  dolomite,  some  of  which  may  be 
of  chemical  or  metallurgical  grade.  Exploration 
activity  to  confirm  or  deny  its  presence  has  not 
occurred  and,  due  to  the  exhibited  lack  of  inter- 
est and  distance  to  markets,  exploration  is 
unlikely  to  occur  in  the  future.  Limestone  depos- 
its sufficient  to  meet  demand  for  decades  are 
being  mined  now  much  nearer  to  population 
and  transportation  centers. 

In  the  139,197  acres  recommended  as  nonsuit- 
able,  there  are  approximately  10,350  acres  of 
mining  claims.  Some  exploration  activities  would 
take  place  in  the  vicinity  of  Whitmore  Mine 
through  the  south-central  part  and  in  the  south- 
western and  southeastern  areas  of  the  WSA. 
Exploration  would  occur  in  the  zone  surround- 
ing the  Iron  Blossom  prospect  in  a  band  three 
miles  wide  and  extending  three  miles  west  and 
four  miles  east.  These  activities  would  include 
ORV  use,  some  road  construction,  claim  staking, 
drilling,  test  pits  and  trenching.  Around  Whit- 
more Mine,  road  building  is  projected  to  be  two 
miles  and  surface  disturbance  of  ten  acres  or 
less.  Mineralization  in  substantial  economic 
quantities  is  not  thought  to  exist,  but  some  minor 
mine  development  is  projected.  This  would  result 
in  another  fifteen  acres  of  disturbance. 

Placer  exploration  may  occur  on  the  southwest- 
ern bajada,  resulting  in  four  miles  of  roads  and 
fewer  than  fifteen  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 
Similar  exploration  would  occur  on  the  scat- 
tered claims  ofthe  southeastern  area, 
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resulting  in  three  or  four  miles  of  road  construc- 
tion and  fewer  than  two  acres  of  surface  distur- 
bance. No  development  is  projected  in  either 
area  due  to  a  lack  of  any  indication  that  precious 
metals  are  economically  present. 

Leasable  Minerals 

Nearly  all  of  the  WSA  is  covered  by  post-FLPMA 
oil  and  gas  leases  but  no  drilling  has  occurred 
within  the  WSA. 

No  exploration  and/or  development  are  expected 
because  the  area  recommended  as  suitable  is 
confined  to  the  highest,  most  precipitous  terrain. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  explo- 
ration is  expected  to  occur  in  the  western  third 
and  central  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA.  This 
would  involve  geophysical  work,  road  building 
and  exploratory  well  drilling.  Geophysical  explo- 
ration would  not  exceed  ten  acres  of  surface 
disturbance.  Two  wells  would  disturb  approxi- 
mately ten  acres  each  for  drill  pads  and  access. 
For  the  most  part,  existing  roads  or  trails  would 
be  used  for  access  to  the  drill  sites  but  would 
have  to  be  upgraded. 

Salable  Minerals 

At  least  three  sand  and  gravel  pits  would  be 
established  in  the  area  recommended  as  non- 
suitable  along  the  WSA's  western  boundary. 
The  material  produced  is  convenient  for  mainte- 
nance of  the  Meadow  Valley  Wash  road  and  the 
Union  Pacific  Railroad.  Each  pit  and  access 
would  disturb  fewer  than  ten  acres. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  23,690  acres  recommended  as  suitable 
would  be  closed  to  recreational  ORV  use.  No 
cherrystem  roads  and  less  than  one  mile  of  way 
would  be  closed,  Designation  would  have  little 
effect  on  vehicle  usage  as  most  of  the  area  is 
physically  inaccessible.  The  current  estimated 
use  of  fewer  than  ten  visitor-days  annually, 
would  fall  to  zero  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  ORV 
use  would  be  permitted  on  139,197  acres.  Ways 
or  cherrystem  roads  penetrate  this  area  approx- 
imately every  four  to  seven  miles.  With  the 
exception  of  the  southwestern  bajada  and  some 
basins  on  the  southeastern  and  eastern  sides, 
access  off  the  running  surface  of  these  roads  or 
ways  is  extremely  limited  because  of  boulders 


and  steep  rocky  terrain.  The  estimated  annual 
motorized  recreation  use  is  510  visitor-days  and 
would  increase  in  the  foreseeable  future  to 
1,000  visitor-days. 

Other  Recreation 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  manage- 
ment would  emphasize  the  area's  outstanding 
hiking,  backpacking,  climbing,  spelunking,  and 
photographic  opportunities.  Hunting  opportuni- 
ties are  very  limited.  Non-motorized  recreational 
use  would  rise  from  the  current  estimated  annual 
use  of  300  visitor-days,  to  425  visitor-days  in  the 
foreseeable  future.  Hunting  would  rise  from  the 
current  estimated  thirty  hunter-days,  to  fifty 
hunter-days  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  primi- 
tive recreation  would  continue  on  approximately 
one-third,  or  46,000  acres  which  are  favorable 
for  hiking,  backpacking,  climbing  and  photo- 
graphy, and  which  are  too  rugged  to  permit  sub- 
stantial amounts  of  vehicular  access.  Bird  hunt- 
ing would  continue  on  the  southern  and  eastern 
edges,  rising  from  the  current  estimated  220,  to  a 
future  use  of  350  hunter-days  annually.  Non- 
motorized  recreational  use  is  estimated  to  rise 
from  the  current  100  visitor-days  annually,  to 
150  visitor-days. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  area  recommended  as  suitable  contains 
portions  of  three  allotments  which  produce  a 
pro-rated  total  of  238  AUMs.  There  are  no  de- 
velopments within  the  area  recommended  as 
suitable  and  none  are  proposed. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  there 
are  four  spring  developments,  four  water  troughs, 
one  corral  and  approximately  five  miles  of  pipe- 
lines all  in  Mormon  Peak  Allotment.  A  one-half 
mile  gap  fence  separates  Gourd  Spring  and 
Mormon  Peak  allotments,  a  one-half  mile  gap 
fence  separates  Gourd  Spring  and  White  Rock 
allotments,  a  one-half  mile  of  fence  separates 
White  Rock  and  Henrie  allotments  and  a  there  is 
a  small  exclosure  in  White  Rock  Allotment.  These 
developments  would  be  maintained  by  driving  to 
them  and  using  equipment  such  as  tractors  to 
redevelop  springs  and  replace  pipelines. 

Three  springs  are  proposed  for  redevelopment 
along  with  associated  pipelines  and  water  stor- 
age facilities.  All  of  these  proposed  areas  can  be 
reached  by  existing  ways.  Minor  clean-up  of 
these  ways  would  be  necessary  and  equipment 
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such  as  backhoes  and  crawler  tractors  would 
be  used  to  redevelop  two  of  these  springs  and 
install  pipelines  and  tanks.  A  well  has  been  pro- 
posed as  a  possible  alternative  to  supply  water 
in  the  southeastern  portion.  Siting,  construction 
methods  and  materials  may  not  be  consistent 
with  wilderness  preservation.  Some  fences  can- 
not be  accessed  by  vehicle  and  would  be  main- 
tained by  horseback.  Surface  disturbance  would 
reach  fifty  acres. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

Wildlife  developments  in  the  area  recommended 
as  suitable  include  three  big  game  guzzlers,  two 
quail  guzzlers  and  several  gap  fences.  The 
guzzlers  would  continue  to  be  maintained  by  a 
combination  of  driving  and  walking.  Three  addi- 
tional water  catchments  would  be  constructed, 
as  well  as  the  remaining  gap  fences,  using  non- 
impairing  materials,  methods,  access  and  siting. 
In  the  central  portion  of  the  WSA,  a  vegetation 
conversion  project  using  fire  would  convert  25 
percent  of  a  brush  and  pinyon-juniper  covered 
3,420  acres  to  improved  big  game  forage. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  there 
are  several  gap  fences  and  twenty-one  quail 
guzzlers.  These  would  continue  to  be  main- 
tained by  using  vehicular  access.  Eight  big 
game  guzzlers  would  be  built  and  their  con- 
struction would  produce  an  additional  four  miles 
of  road  and  local  impairment  of  wilderness  values 
due  to  choice  of  materials,  construction  methods, 
design,  access  and  siting.  Two  catchments  would 
be  built.  In  addition  to  the  roads,  surface  distur- 
bance would  total  four  acres.  Several  gap  fen- 
ces would  be  built  with  minor  effect  on  wilder- 
ness values.  In  the  central  portion  of  the  WSA,  a 
vegetation  conversion  project  using  fire  would 
convert  25  percent  of  a  brush  and  pinyon- 
juniper  covered  1,180  acres  to  improved  big 
game  forage. 
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TABLE  2-k   . 

SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 
MORMON  MOUNTAINS  WSA 


IMPACT 
TOPIC 


PROPOSED  ACTION 


ALL  WILDERNESS 


Impacts  on   Wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and 
Wilderness   outstanding  opportunities  for  soli- 
Values      tude  and  unconfined  recreation  would 
be  retained  on  most  of  the  123,130 
acres  recommended  as  suitable.  These 
values  would  be  lost  on  24,900  acres 
of  the  area  recommended  as  non- 
suitable  due  to  ORV,  mining  explor- 
ation and  other  uses. 


Wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude 
and  unconfined  recreation  will  be 
retained  on  most  of  the  167,887  acres 
recommended  as  suitable.  Naturalness 
will  be  lost  on  4,700  acres  of  the 
southern  through  eastern  and  north- 
eastern edges  due  to  ORV  use. 


NO  WILDERNESS 


RESOURCE  DEVELOPMENT 


Wilderness  values  of  naturalness 
and  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  and  unconfined  recreation 
would  be  retained  in  the  central, 
northwestern,  western  and  Moapa 
Peak  portions.  These  values  will 
be  reduced  in  large  parts  of  the 
remainder  and  lost  on  the  south- 
western, southern,  southeastern, 


Wilderness  values  of  natural- 
ness and  outstanding  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  and 
unconfined  recreation  would 
be  retained  on  23,690  acres 
recommended  as  suitable. 
These  values  would  be  lost 
on  a  58,400  acres  of  the 
area  recommended  as  non- 
suitable  . 


eastern  and  northeastern  edges 
due  to  ORV,  mining  exploration  and 
other  uses. 
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Impacts  on   Unless  existing  claims  have  valid    Unless  existing  claims  have  valid  dis-   Exploration  may  occur  on  claims  in  Exploration  may  occur  on 
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Mineral     discoveries,  exploration  would 
Resources    cease  in  the  southeast.  Exploration 
may  occur  on  the  southwest  but 
development  is  not  anticipated. 


coveries,  exploration  would  cease 


the  southwest  and  around  Whitmore 
Mine  and  would  continue  sporadic- 
ally in  the  southeast.  Minor 
development  is  anticipated. 


claims  in  the  southwest  and 
around  Whitmore  Mine  and 
would  continue  sporadically 
in  the  southeast.  Minor 
development  is  anticipated. 


Impacts  on   Current  motorized  use  of  510  visits 
Recreation   would  rise  to  600  visits  with  100 
visits  displaced.  Primitive  recre- 
ation use  would  rise  from  400  visits 
to  1,000  visits  annually. 


Current  motorized  use  of  510  visits 
would  fall  to  300  visits  with  510 
visits  displaced.  Primitive  recrea- 
tion use  would  rise  from  400  visits  to 
1,000  visits  annually. 


Current  motorized  use  of  510 
visits  annually  would  rise  to 
1,000  visits.  Primitive  recrea- 
use  would  rise  from  400  visits 
to  550  visits. 


Current  motorized  use  of  510 
visits  would  rise  to  1,000 
visits.  Primitive  recrea- 
tion would  rise  from  400 
visits  to  575  visits 
annually. 


TABLE  2-4 

SUMMARY  OF  IMPACTS 
MORMON  MOUNTAINS  WSA 


IMPACT 
TOPIC 


PROPOSED  ACTION 


AIL  WILDERNESS 


NO  WILDERNESS 


RESOURCE  DEVELOPMENT 


Impacts  on   Eight  proposed  bighorn  sheep 
Bighorn     guzzlers  would  have  to  meet  non- 
Sheep       impairment  criteria  and  one  existing 

guzzler  may  have  to  be  redesigned. 

Habitat  would  receive  increased 

protection.  Bighorn  sheep  would 

increase  25  percent. 


Three  proposed  bighorn  sheep  guzzlers 
would  have  to  meet  non-impairment  cri- 
teria and  one  existing  guzzler  may 
have  to  be  redesigned.  Habitat  would 
receive  increased  protection.  Bighorn 
numbers  would  increase  25  percent. 


There  would  be  no  effect  on  pro- 
jects. Some  habitat  would  be 
affected  by  surface  disturbance 
and  human  intrusion. 


One  existing  bighorn  sheep 
guzzler  may  have  to  be  re- 
designed to  meet  non- 
impairment  criteria.  Some 
habitat  would  be  affected  by 
surface  disturbance  and 
human  intrusion.  Bighorn 
sheep  numbers  would 
increase  25  percent. 


Impacts  on   Maximizes  protection  of  numerous 
Cultural    significant  cultural  resources 
Resources    including  114  roasting  pits,  17 
lithic  scatters.  20  rock- 
shelters  with  art,  14  historic 
sites  and  8  rock  features. 
Four  sites  are  outside,  but 
proximate  to  the  area  recom- 
mended as  suitable  and  would 
benefit  from  increased  patrols. 


Provides  the  maximum  protection  for 
numerous  significant  cultural  resource 
sites  including  114  roasting  pits,  17 
lithic  scatters,  20  rock-shelters  with 
art,  16  historic  sites  and  9  rock 
features . 


No  additional  protection  above 
that  afforded  by  antiquities  laws 
and  regulations  for  260  cultural 
resource  sites  would  be 
initiated. 


Provides  additional 
protection  for  eleven 
roasting  pits,  two  lithic 
scatters,  six  rock-shelters 
with  art,  one  historic  site 
and  one  rock  feature. 


DELAMAR  MOUNTAINS  WSA  (NV-050-0177)  (126,257  acres) 


Proposed  Action  (No  Wilderness  Alternative) 
(Suitable:  0  acres,  Nonsuitable:  126,257  acres) 

Mineral  Resource  Actions 

The  126,257  acres  of  the  Delamar  Mountains 
WSA  recommended  as  nonsuitable  for  wilder- 
ness designation  would  remain  open  to  all  forms 
of  appropriation  under  the  mineral  leasing  and 
mining  laws. 

Locatable  Minerals 

There  is  some  potential  for  the  occurrence  of 
chemical  and/or  metallurgical  grade  limestone 
and  silica  sand  within  the  western,  southern  and 
southeastern  flanks  of  the  WSA  in  outcropping 
units  of  carbonate  and  quartzite.  There  has  been 
no  exploration  and  none  is  foreseen.  The  absence 
of  mining  claims  also  indicates  a  lack  of  interest 
by  the  mining  industry.  Known  deposits  of  limes- 
tone and  silica,  in  closer  proximity  to  population 
and  transportation  centers,  are  currently  being 
exploited  and  would  meet  needs  for  many  years. 

Leasable  Minerals 

None  of  the  WSA  is  currently  leased  for  oil  and 
gas.  Some  geophysical  exploration  may  occur 
in  the  southern  half.  Two  lines  are  predicted 
which  would  disturb  fewer  than  six  acres.  If 
explosives  are  used  as  an  energy  source,  approx- 
imately six  miles  of  roads  and  two  acres  of  addi- 
tional disturbance  would  occur.  Development  in 
terms  of  wildcat  drilling  is  not  anticipated  because 
of  high  industry  costs,  unfavorable  structure  and 
host  rocks  and  the  better  potential  for  finds  in 
more  favorable  areas. 

Salable  Minerals 

The  only  potential  users  would  be  county  and 
state  highway  departments  for  local  maintenance 
and  construction  of  roads.  Abundant  gravel 
resources  exist  outside  the  WSA  boundary  close 
to  existing  roads  which  can  meet  minor  local 
demand.  Due  to  convenience  of  access,  how- 
ever, approximately  five  acres  of  disturbance 
would  occur  along  the  lower  Kane  Springs 
Wash  Road  due  to  use  of  materials  for  road 
maintenance.  If  demand  increases  due  to  ap- 
proval of  projects  like  the  Aerojet/BLM  land 
exchange,  Kane  Springs  Wash  road  may  be 
upgraded  to  state  highway  standards,  resulting 
in  another  ten  acres  of  disturbance  for  material 
and  construction  sites. 


An  attempt  to  develop  permanent  water  in  Bomber 
Wash  by  well  drilling  ended  in  failure.  Other 
options  include  installation  of  a  pipeline  or  large 
catchment  and  storage  facilities.  It  is  likely  that  a 
pipeline  would  be  built  which  would  cross  approx- 
imately three  miles  of  the  WSA  but  would  lie 
within  the  Pony  Well  cherrystem  road.  Two  and 
one-half  miles  of  fence  would  be  built. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  126,257  acres  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  recreational  ORV  use.  The  five  mile 
Pony  Well  and  three  mile  Willow  Spring  cherrys- 
tem roads,  fifteen  miles  of  ways  and  Bomber 
Wash,  through  which  access  is  obtained  from 
the  south  into  the  middle  of  the  WSA,  would  be 
used  for  access.  The  current  estimated  annual 
motorized  recreational  vehicle  use  is  one  hundred 
visitor-days  and  would  rise  to  two  hundred 
visitor-days  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

Other  Recreation 

Dayhiking,  rock  climbing  and  scrambling,  back- 
packing, nature  study  and  photography  would 
continue  but  would  not  be  managed  for.  The 
current  estimated  annual  use  of  twenty-five 
visitor-days  would  increase  very  slowly  to 
seventy-five  visitor-days  as  recreation  resour- 
ces closer  to  Las  Vegas  become  more  use- 
saturated.  Existing  ways  and  washes  would  be 
used  to  hunt  for  birds  and  would  increase  from 
the  current  estimated  annual  use  of  two  hundred 
hunter-days,  to  three  hundred  hunter-days  in 
the  foreseeable  future. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  WSA  contains  portions  of  four  allotments 
which  produce  a  pro-rated  2,917  AUMs.  Exist- 
ing developments  include  approximately  five 
and  one-half  miles  of  fence  in  Lower  Lake  East 
Allotment,  approximately  one  and  one-half  miles 
of  fence  between  Buckhorn  and  Delamar  allot- 
ments, three  reservoirs,  one  tank,  one  water 
haul,  and  two  miles  of  fence  in  Delamar  allot- 
ment, two  developed  springs,  water  trough,  cor- 
ral and  two  and  one-half  miles  of  pipeline  in 
Grapevine  Allotment.  These  would  be  maintained 
by  vehicular  access  and  with  use  of  power 
equipment,  including  backhoes  and  tractors. 
Surface  disturbance  would  total  twelve  acres. 
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Wildlife  Management  Actions 

Wildlife  developments  in  the  WSA  consist  of  ten 
quail  guzzlers  located  along  the  southern  and 
southeastern  fringes  of  the  WSA  within  a  mile 
and  one  half  of  the  boundary.  Maintenance  of 
the  guzzlers  would  be  accomplished  by  a  com- 
bination of  driving  and  walking  access. 

Realty  Management  Actions 

A  proposed  utility  corridor  running  along  the 
western  side  of  the  WSA  for  eleven  miles  would 
be  developed.  It  is  projected  that  five  500  kV 
transmission  lines,  two  gas  and  two  fiber  optic 
lines  and  three  access  roads  would  be  built 
within  this  one  mile  wide  corridor.  Construction 
of  these  projects  would  cause  surface  distur- 
bance on  377  acres  of  the  corridor. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

(Suitable:  126,257  acres,  Nonsuitable:  0  acres) 

Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  all  1 26,257  acres 
of  the  Delamar  Mountains  WSA  would  be  with- 
drawn from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the 
mining  laws  and  from  surface  occupancy  under 
the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Mining  claims  having 
Plans  of  Operations  filed  would  be  examined  to 
determine  validity,  Plans  of  Operation  for  devel- 
opment of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of  desig- 
nation would  be  processed  in  accordance  with 
existing  regulations. 

Locatable  Minerals 

There  is  some  potential  for  the  occurrence  of 
chemical  and/or  metallurgical  grade  limestone 
and  silica  sand  within  the  western,  southern  and 
southeastern  flanks  of  the  WSA  in  outcropping 
units  of  carbonate  and  quartzite.  There  has  been 
no  exploration  and  none  is  foreseen.  The  absence 
of  mining  claims  also  indicates  a  lack  of  interest 
by  the  mining  industry.  Known  deposits  of  limes- 
tone and  silica,  in  close  proximity  to  populations 
and  transportation  centers,  are  currently  being 
exploited  and  would  meet  needs  for  many  years, 
With  designation,  no  exploration  or  development 
would  occur  as  valid  claims  are  not  anticipated. 

Leasable  Minerals 

None  of  the  WSA  is  leased  for  oil  and  gas.  With 
designation,  leasing  would  cease  if  surface  occu- 
pancy is  required. 

Salable  Minerals 

No  permits  would  be  issued. 


Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

The  1 26,257  acres  of  the  WSA  would  be  closed 
to  recreational  ORV  use.  Use  of  seven  miles  of 
the  Pony  Well  and  Willow  Spring  cherrystem 
roads  would  continue  but  use  of  the  fifteen  miles 
washes  and  ways,  including  Bomber  Wash  which 
provides  access  into  the  middle  of  the  WSA, 
would  be  precluded.  The  estimated  current 
annual  motorized  recreational  vehicle  use  is 
one  hundred  visitor-days  and  would  remain 
about  the  same  in  the  foreseeable  future  as  use 
shifts  from  ways  and  washes  to  the  cherrystem 
roads. 

Other  Recreation 

Dayhiking,  rock  climbing  and  scrambling,  back- 
packing, nature  study  and  photography  would 
be  managed  in  the  area.  The  current  estimated 
annual  use  of  25  visitor-days  would  increase  to 
175  visitor-days.  Hunting  for  birds  would  con- 
tinue from  bordering  ways  and  would  remain 
stable  at  about  two  hundred  hunter-days  in  the 
foreseeable  future. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  WSA  contains  portions  of  four  allotments 
which  produce  a  pro-rated  2,917  AUMs.  Exist- 
ing developments  include  approximately  five 
and  one-half  miles  of  fence  in  Lower  Lake  East 
Allotment,  approximately  one  and  one-half  miles 
of  fence  between  Buckhorn  and  Delamar  allot- 
ments, three  reservoirs,  one  tank,  one  water 
haul,  and  two  miles  of  fence  in  Delamar  allot- 
ment, two  developed  springs,  water  trough,  cor- 
ral and  two  and  one-half  miles  of  pipeline  in 
Grapevine  Allotment. 

The  existing  projects  would  be  maintained  as 
presently,  using  cherrystem  roads  and  ways.  An 
attempt  to  develop  permanent  water  in  Bomber 
Wash  by  well  drilling  ended  in  failure.  Remain- 
ing options  include  installation  of  a  pipeline  or 
large  catchment  and  storage  facilities.  It  is  likely 
that  a  pipeline  would  be  built  which  would  cross 
approximately  three  miles  of  the  WSA  but  lie 
within  the  Pony  Well  cherrystem  road.  Two  and 
one-half  miles  of  fence  would  be  built  using 
metal  and  juniper  posts. 
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Wildlife  Management  Actions 


Salable  Minerals 


Wildlife  developments  in  the  WSA  consist  of  ten 
quail  guzzlers  located  along  the  southern  and 
southeastern  fringes  of  the  WSA  within  a  mile 
and  one-half  of  the  boundary.  These  would  be 
maintained  by  walking  in  from  the  boundary  of 
the  designated  wilderness. 

Resource  Development  Alternative 

(Partial  Wilderness  Alternative) 

Suitable:  48,1 64  acres,  Nonsuitable:  78,093  acres) 
Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  48,164  acres 
of  the  Delamar  Mountains  WSA  recommended 
as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  would  be 
withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropriation  under 
the  mining  laws  and  from  surface  occupancy 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Mining  claims 
having  Plans  of  Operation  filed  would  be  exam- 
ined to  determine  validity.  Plans  of  Operation  for 
development  of  claims  that  exist  at  the  time  of 
designation  would  be  processed  in  accordance 
with  existing  regulations 

Locatable  Minerals 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilder- 
ness designation,  there  are  no  mining  claims 
and  no  valid  ones  are  expected.  In  the  area 
recommended  as  nonsuitable,  there  is  some 
potential  for  the  occurrence  of  metallurgical/ 
chemical  grade  limestone  and  silica  sand  within 
the  western,  southern  and  southeastern  flanks 
of  the  WSA  in  outcropping  units  of  carbonate 
and  quartzite.  There  has  been  no  exploration 
and  none  is  foreseen.  The  absence  of  mining 
claims  also  indicates  a  lack  of  interest  by  the 
mining  industry.  Known  deposits  of  limestone 
and  silica  in  close  proximity  to  population  and 
transportation  centers  are  currently  being  explo- 
ited and  would  meet  needs  for  many  years. 

Leasable  Minerals 

None  of  the  WSA  is  leased  for  oil  and  gas.  No 
leasing  would  occur  in  the  area  recommended 
as  suitable,  if  surface  occupancy  is  required. 
Some  geophysical  exploration  may  occur  in  the 
southern  half  in  the  area  recommended  as  non- 
suitable.  Two  lines  would  disturb  less  than  six 
acres.  If  explosives  are  used  as  an  energy 
source,  approximately  six  miles  of  roads  and 
two  acres  of  additional  disturbance  would  occur. 


In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  no  per- 
mits would  be  issued.  In  the  area  recommended 
as  nonsuitable,  the  only  potential  users  would 
be  county  and  state  highway  departments  for 
local  maintenance  and  construction  of  roads. 
Minor  local  demand  can  be  met  from  abundant 
gravel  resources  which  exist  outside  the  WSA 
boundary  and  close  to  existing  roads.  Due  to 
convenience  of  access,  however,  approximately 
five  acres  of  disturbance  would  occur  along  the 
lower  Kane  Springs  Wash  road  due  to  use  of 
materials  for  road  maintenance.  If  demand  in- 
creases due  to  approval  of  projects  like  the 
Aerojet/BLM  land  exchange,  Kane  Springs  Wash 
road  may  be  upgraded  to  state  highway  stand- 
ards, resulting  in  another  ten  acres  of  distur- 
bance for  material  and  construction  sites. 

Recreation  Management 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

Recreational  ORV  use  would  not  be  permitted  in 
the  48,164  acres  of  the  WSA  recommended  as 
suitable.  Present  use  occurs  on  one  mile  of  way 
and  the  upper  one-half  of  Bomber  Wash  through 
which  some  access  is  obtained.  Current  estimated 
annual  use  is  ten  visitor-days  and  would  fall  to 
zero  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

The  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable  com- 
prises 78,093  acres  and  would  remain  open  to 
ORV  use.  Access  is  obtained  through  the  seven- 
mile  Pony  Well  cherrystem  road  and  fourteen 
miles  of  ways.  Use  of  these  would  continue 
unimpeded  except  for  upper  Bomber  Wash  and 
the  way  extending  from  the  terminus  of  the  Pony 
Well  road,  both  of  which  lie  within  the  area 
recommended  as  suitable.  The  estimated  annual 
motorized  recreation  use  is  ninety  visitor-days 
and  would  rise  to  two  hundred  visitor-days  in 
the  foreseeable  future. 

Other  Recreation 

Dayhiking,  rock  climbing  and  scrambling,  back- 
packing, nature  study  and  photography  would 
be  managed  in  the  area  recommended  as  suita- 
ble. Hunting  for  birds  would  continue  from  bor- 
dering ways.  Non-motorized  recreation  use  would 
increase  from  the  current  estimated  annual  fif- 
teen visitor-days  to  seventy-five  visitor-days  in 
the  foreseeable  future  and  hunting  use  would 
remain  the  same  at  ten  hunter-days. 
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In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  day- 
hiking,  rock  climbing  and  scrambling,  backpack- 
ing, nature  study  and  photography  would  con- 
tinue, but  would  not  be  managed  for.  The  current 
annual  non-motorized  recreational  use  of  ten 
visitor-days  would  rise  to  fifty  visitor-days  in  the 
foreseeable  future. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  area  recommended  as  suitable  contains 
portions  of  four  allotments  which  produce  a  pro- 
rated 1,419  AUMs.  There  are  no  developments 
within  this  area,  In  the  area  recommended  as 
nonsuitable,  developments  include  approximately 
five  and  one-half  miles  of  fence  in  Lower  Lake 
East  Allotment,  approximately  one  and  one-half 
miles  of  fence  between  Buckhorn  and  Delamar 
allotments,  three  reservoirs,  one  tank,  one  water 
haul,  and  two  miles  of  fence  in  Delamar  Allot- 
ment, two  developed  springs,  water  trough,  cor- 
ral and  two  and  one-half  miles  of  pipeline  in 
Grapevine  Allotment.  These  projects  would  be 
maintained  using  cherrystem  roads  and  ways. 

Developments  to  be  built  are  limited  to  the  area 
recommended  as  nonsuitable  and  to  Delamar 
Allotment.  They  include  a  permanent  water  source 
in  Bomber  Wash  and  two  and  one-half  miles  of 
fence  in  the  northern  portion.  An  attempt  to 
develop  permanent  water  in  Bomber  Wash  by 
well  drilling  ended  in  failure,  Other  options  include 
installation  of  a  pipeline  or  large  catchment  and 
storage  facilities.  It  is  likely  that  a  pipeline  would 
be  built  which  would  cross  approximately  three 
miles  of  the  WSA  but  would  use  the  Pony  Well 
cherrystem  road.  Two  and  one-half  miles  of 
fence  would  be  built. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

There  are  no  developments  in  the  area  recom- 
mended as  suitable.  There  are  six  quail  guzzlers 
in  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable.  All 
guzzlers  are  within  one  and  one-half  miles  of  the 
WSA's  southern  and  southeastern  boundaries. 
No  additional  projects  are  proposed.  Mainte- 
nance of  the  guzzlers  would  be  accomplished 
by  a  combination  of  driving  and  walking. 

Realty  Management  Actions 

A  proposed  utility  corridor  running  alongthe 
west  side  of  the  WSA  for  eleven  miles  would  be 
developed.  It  is  projected  that  five  500  kV  trans- 
mission lines,  two  gas  and  two  fiber  optic  lines 
and  three  access  roads  would  be  built  within 
this  one  mile  wide  corridor.  Construction  of 
these  projects  would  cause  surface  disturbance 
on  377  acres  of  the  corridor. 


Wilderness  Accent  Alternative 

(Partial  Wilderness  Alternative) 

(Suitable:  102,490  acres,  Nonsuitable:  23,767 
acres) 

The  central  portion  of  the  Delamar  Mountains 
WSA  is  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation.  The  suitable  area  extends  from  a 
northern  bounding  way  on  the  flats  near  Delamar 
Lake  to  the  southern  ends  of  the  mesa  tops  on 
the  south.  It  includes  the  uplands  and  portions  of 
the  surrounding  alluvial  fans.  The  area  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  includes  the  alluvial 
fans  adjacent  to  Highway  93  and  those  along  the 
WSA's  southern  end.  An  area  of  flatter  ground 
and  low  hills  penetrated  by  a  cherrystem  road  in 
the  southeastern  area  of  the  WSA  is  also  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable. 

Mineral  Resource  Actions 

Locatable  Minerals 

Metallic  minerals  potential  is  considered  low  for 
the  entire  WSA.  There  is  some  potential  for  the 
occurrence  of  metallurgical/chemical  grade 
limestone  and  silica  within  the  western,  south- 
ern and  southeastern  flanks  of  the  WSA  in  out- 
cropping units  of  carbonate  and  quartzite.  There 
has  been  no  exploration  and  none  is  foreseen. 
The  absence  of  mining  claims  also  indicates  a 
lack  of  interest  by  the  mining  industry.  Known 
deposits  of  limestone  and  silica,  in  close  proxim- 
ity to  population  and  transportation  centers,  are 
currently  being  exploited  and  would  meet  needs 
for  many  years. 

Leasable  Minerals 

None  of  the  WSA  is  leased  for  oil  and  gas.  With 
designation,  leasing  would  cease  if  surface  occu- 
pancy is  required.  Some  geophysical  explora- 
tion may  occur  in  the  southern  half  of  the  WSA. 
One  line  is  predicted  which  would  disturb  less 
than  three  acres.  If  explosives  are  used  as  an 
energy  source,  approximately  three  miles  of 
roads  and  one  acre  of  additional  disturbance 
would  occur  in  the  area  recommended  as 
nonsuitable. 

Salable  Minerals 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  no  per- 
mits would  be  issued.  In  the  area  recommended 
as  nonsuitable,  the  only  potential  users  would 
be  county  and  state  highway  departments  for 
local  maintenance  and  construction  of  roads. 
Minor  local  demand  can  be  met  from  abundant 
gravel  resources  which  exist  outside  the  WSA 
boundary  close  to  existing  roads.  Due  to  con- 
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venience  of  access,  however,  approximately  five 
acres  of  disturbance  would  occur  along  the 
lower  Kane  Springs  Wash  road  due  to  use  of 
materials  for  road  maintenance.  If  demand  in- 
creases due  to  approval  of  projects  like  the 
Aerojet/  BLM  land  exchange,  Kane  Springs  Wash 
road  may  be  upgraded  to  state  highway  stand- 
ards, resulting  in  another  ten  acres  of  distur- 
bance for  material  and  construction  sites. 

Recreation  Management  Actions 

Recreational  Off-Road  Vehicle  Use 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  recrea- 
tional ORV  use  would  be  precluded  on  102,490 
acres.  Vehicle  use  would  continue  on  five  miles 
of  the  Pony  Well  cherrystem  road,  but  would 
stop  on  six  miles  of  way  and  the  upper  three- 
fourths  of  Bomber  Wash  through  which  some 
access  is  available,  Estimated  recreational  vehi- 
cle use  is  currently  twenty  visitor-days  annually, 
and  would  fall  to  ten  visitor-days  in  the  foresee- 
able future. 

The  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable  contains 
23,767  acres  which  would  remain  open  to  ORV 
use.  Access  would  continue  on  five  miles  of 
ways.  The  current  annual  estimated  recreational 
vehicle  use  of  80  visitor-days  would  rise  to  150 
visitor-days  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

Other  Recreation 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  dayhiking, 
rock  climbing  and  scrambling,  backpacking, 
nature  study  and  photography  would  be  man- 
aged for.  Non-motorized  recreation  use  would 
increase  from  the  current  estimated  annual  25 
visitor-days  to  1 25  visitor-days  in  the  foreseeable 
future.  Hunting  for  birds  would  continue  along 
the  southeastern  and  southern  fringes  of  the 
WSA  and  would  rise  from  the  current  estimated 
fifty  hunter-days  annually,  to  ninety  hunter-days 
in  the  foreseeable  future. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  occa- 
sional dayhiking,  nature  study,  and  photography 
would  occur,  rising  from  the  current  estimated 
annual  zero  use,  to  thirty  visitor-days  in  the 
foreseeable  future.  Hunting  for  birds  would  con- 
tinue and  rise  from  the  current  annual  estimated 
150  hunter-days  to  210  hunter-days  in  the  fore- 
seeable future. 

Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

The  portion  of  the  WSA  recommended  as  suita- 
ble contains  parts  of  four  allotments  which  pro- 
duce a  pro-rated  1,632  AUMs.  Existing  devel- 


opments include  one  mile  of  fence  between 
Buckhorn  and  Delamar  Allotments,  another  mile 
in  Delamar  Allotment,  three  reservoirs,  and  one 
water  haul.  Maintenance  of  the  fence  would  be 
done  by  walking  or  horseback  over  the  short 
distance  within  the  WSA.  The  water  haul  and 
reservoirs  are  along  the  Pony  Well  cherrystem 
road  and  would  be  accessed  from  it. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  exist- 
ing developments  include  approximately  five 
and  one-half  miles  of  fence  in  Lower  Lake  East 
Allotment,  approximately  one-half  mile  of  fence 
between  Buckhorn  and  Delamar  allotments,  one 
tank,  two  developed  springs,  water  trough,  cor- 
ral and  two  and  one-half  miles  of  pipeline  in 
Grapevine  Allotment.  These  projects  would  be 
maintained  using  cherrystem  roads  and  ways. 

An  attempt  to  develop  permanent  water  in  Bomber 
Wash  by  well  drilling  ended  in  failure.  Other 
options  include  installation  of  a  pipeline  or  large 
catchment  and  storage  facilities.  It  is  likely  that  a 
pipeline  would  be  built  which  would  cross  approx- 
imately three  miles  of  the  WSA  but  would  use  the 
Pony  Well  cherrystem  road.  This  project  would 
be  adjacent  to  the  area  recommended  as  suita- 
ble, but  within  the  cherrystem.  Two  and  one-half 
miles  of  fence  would  be  built. 

Wildlife  Management  Actions 

Wildlife  developments  in  the  area  recommended 
as  suitable  consist  of  four  quail  guzzlers.  Another 
six  quail  guzzlers  are  located  in  the  area  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable.  All  guzzlers  are  within 
one  and  one-half  miles  of  the  WSA's  southern 
and  southeastern  boundaries.  No  additional  pro- 
jects are  proposed.  Maintenance  of  the  guzzlers, 
both  within  and  out  of  the  area  recommended  as 
suitable  would  be  in  a  non-wilderness  impairing 
manner,  with  no  motor  vehicles  utilized  in  the 
area  designated  as  wilderness. 

Realty  Management  Actions 

A  proposed  utility  corridor  running  along  the 
western  side  of  the  WSA  for  eleven  miles  would 
be  developed.  It  is  projected  that  five  500  kV 
transmission  lines,  two  gas  and  two  fiber  optic 
lines  and  three  access  roads  would  be  built 
within  this  corridor  which  would  be  one  mile 
wide  for  most  of  its  length,  but  would  narrow  to 
three-quarters  of  a  mile  for  two  miles  near  the 
southern  end  of  the  WSA.  Construction  of  these 
projects  would  cause  surface  disturbance  on 
369  acres  of  the  corridor. 
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TABLE  2-5 
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, 
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CHAPTER  THREE 


Affected  Environment 
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CHAPTER  3 

AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENT 

SOUTH  PAHROC  RANGE  WSA  (NV-050-0132) 


General  Characteristics 

The  South  Pahroc  Range  WSA  is  located  about 
100  miles  northeast  of  Las  Vegas  and  contains 
the  south  end  of  the  Pahroc  Mountain  Range.  It 
is  roughly  oblong  in  shape,  measuring  two  to 
four  miles  east  to  west  and  seven  miles  north  to 
south.  Elevation  ranges  from  4,900  to  7,950  feet. 

There  are  two  major  landform  regions  within  the 
WSA.  First  is  the  South  Pahroc  Range  core  area 
consisting  of  massive,  weathered  columnar  fields 
of  rounded  and  oblong  shaped  rocks  ranging  in 
size  up  to  several  yards  in  diameter.  The  second 
region  consists  of  a  spectacular  cliff-faced  es- 
carpment on  the  eastern  side  of  the  WSA. 

Vegetation  is  diverse  with  pinyon-juniper  the 
most  extensive  type,  occupying  approximately 
seventy-two  percent  of  the  WSA  and  most  of  the 
core  area.  The  eastern,  western,  and  northern 
fringe  areas  of  the  WSA  are  dominated  by  big 
sagebrush.  Southern  desert  shrub  and  salt  desert 
shrub  are  found  at  the  lower  elevations.  Scat- 
tered stands  of  white  fir  and  aspen  occur  in  the 
uplands. 

Land  Status 

There  are  no  private  or  other  lands  in  or  adja- 
cent to  this  WSA.  A  powerline  right-of-way 
borders  the  north  side. 

Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness 

The  vast  majority  of  the  South  Pahroc  WSA  is  in 
totally  natural  condition  with  approximately 
ninety-five  percent  of  the  WSA  unaffected  by 
manmade  features.  The  only  evidence  of  man  is 
a  1.1  mile  way  protruding  inward  from  the  north 
end  and  two  pipelines  which  run  along  the  east 
and  west  border  for  several  miles.  The  area's 
exteme  ruggedness  has  maintained  its  natural- 
ness. Outside  sights  and  sounds  are  primarily 
restricted  to  the  Paramount  Perlite  mining  area 
located  just  outside  the  northeast  boundary  of 
the  WSA.  The  mine  consists  of  a  small  open  pit 
and  underground  operations.  Activity  here  is  vis- 
ible from  a  very  small  portion  of  the  WSA.  Other 
external  effects  include  a  powerline  right-of- 
way,  pipeline,  fences,  corrals,  reservoir,  and  a 
large  seeding.  The  WSA  is  frequently  overflown 
by  low-level  military  aircraft. 


Opportunities  for  Solitude  and 
Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Pinyon-juniper  stands  offer  moderate  to  heavy 
screening  in  the  majority  of  the  WSA.  Topogra- 
phic screening  in  the  core  area  is  outstanding 
throughout  due  to  the  ruggedness  of  the  terrain. 
Only  in  rare  instances  does  visibility  exceed  a 
few  feet.  The  escarpment  provides  excellent 
topographic  screening  in  every  direction  but 
easterly.  Secluded  areas  are  easily  locatable  in 
all  areas  of  the  WSA  with  the  exception  of  the 
east  side  of  the  escarpment. 

Backpacking  and  dayhiking  are  excellent  through- 
out the  WSA.  Other  forms  of  primitive  recreation 
include  rock  climbing  and  scrambling,  nature 
study,  hunting,  and  horseback  riding  which  are 
available  through  nearly  all  of  the  area.  The 
eastern  escarpment  offers  challenging  moun- 
tain climbing  opportunities.  Photographic  oppor- 
tunities, unexpected  aspen  and  white  fir  in  a 
desert  environment,  and  highly  unusual  geo- 
logic features  consisting  of  nearly  continuous 
cover  of  rounded  boulders  ranging  in  size  from 
small  to  house  sized,  many  stacked  like  bagels 
or  showing  face-like  profiles,  await  the  visitor  to 
this  area.  Only  on  the  small  alluvial  fans  scat- 
tered around  the  edges  of  the  WSA  are  these 
values  limited.  In  summary,  this  WSA  is  unique 
within  the  Caliente  Resource  Area  in  the  sense 
that  it  is  an  "island  in  the  sky"  with  vast  oppor- 
tunities for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation. 

Special  Features 

This  WSA  offers  a  prime  example  of  spheroidally 
weathered  welded-ash  tuffs  looking  much  like 
granite  boulders.  Several  stands  of  white  fir  and 
recently  discovered  aspen  stands  are  found  in 
the  WSA  and  are  of  regional  importance  due  to 
their  scarcity.  This  area  supports  mule  deer  and 
the  northern  spotted  bat  (classified  "rare"  by  the 
State)  may  exist  in  the  WSA.  This  WSA  is  archeo- 
logically  sensitive  due  to  the  presence  of  prehis- 
toric sites  and  its  proximity  to  available  waters. 

Recreation 

There  are  no  developed  recreation  facilities  within 
or  adjacent  to  the  WSA.  Use  is  very  light  and  by 
individuals  or  family  groups,  with  occasional 
organized  group  use.  Motorized  recreational 
use  is  estimated  at  fifty  visitor-days  annually  and 
non-motorized  recreational  use  at  forty  visitor- 
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days  annually.  With  the  exception  of  a  short  way 
extending  1.1  mile  south  from  the  north  boun- 
dary and  approximately  one-quarter  mile  pene- 
tration up  two  washes  on  the  southwest,  there  is 
no  motorized  use  in  the  WSA.  The  only  land  flat 
enough  for  ORV  potential  use  is  on  the  limited 
bajadas  of  the  north,  southwest  and  south. 

Bird  hunting  takes  place  from  road  heads  at 
springs  along  the  WSA  boundaries  and  provides 
an  estimated  forty  hunter-days  annually. 

Cultural  Resources 

Little  information  is  available  relative  to  cultural 
resources  in  this  WSA.  Only  eight  sites  have 
been  identified,  but  the  area  is  considered  archeo- 
logically  sensitive.  Known  sites  include  open 
lithic  scatters,  rock-shelters,  temporary  camp 
sites  and  milling  sites. 

Energy  and  Mineral  Resources 

The  following  list  and  description  of  energy  and 
mineral  resources  are  categorized  according  to 
method  of  acquisition  or  disposal  (i.e.,  locatable, 
leasable,  or  salable)  and  are  ordered  according 
to  the  classification  scheme  described  in 
Appendix  Tables  3-1  and  3-2. 


The  only  potentially  economic  minerals  present 
in  this  WSA  are  sand  and  gravel  and  perlite. 
Sand  and  gravel  are  found  around  the  fringes  of 
the  WSA  and  may  be  usable  for  highway  repair. 
An  occasionally  operating  perlite  mine  lies  adja- 
cent to  the  WSA's  northeastern  side  and  about 
170  acres  of  pre-FLPMA  mining  claims  lie  in  the 
WSA  near  this  mine. 

Locatable  Minerals 

Perlite  exists  in  abundance  along  the  northeast- 
ern flank  of  the  WSA  but  with  minor  market 
demand  (Group-4  commodity  in  Class-2  area). 
These  resources  occur  adjacent  to  the  currently 
mined  Paramount  Perlite  Co.  deposit  which  is 
exterior  to  the  WSA  and  is  the  only  currently 
producing  Class-1  deposit  in  the  Caliente  Plan- 
ning Unit.  Other  perlite  resources  may  occur  to 
the  south  along  the  same  range  front  (Class-3 
area).  Paramount  Perlite  operates  sporadically 
as  orders  are  received.  The  mine  consists  of  a 
cleared  and  leveled  equipment  storage  area, 
some  small  open  pits  and  an  underground  opera- 
tion. All  workings  except  possibly  a  portion  of 
the  underground  operation  are  external  to  the 
WSA.  Uranium  possibly  exists  in  the  WSA,  but 
the  known  data  are  unqualified  for  use  in  classi- 
fication of  potential  (Group  1  &  3  commodity  in  a 
Class-4  area). 


Leasable  Minerals 

There  has  been  no  hydrocarbon  production 
from  this  WSA  and  no  exploratory  drilling.  Post- 
FLPMA  leases  extend  a  short  way  into  the  west- 
ern side  of  the  WSA  from  Six-mile  Flat. 

Oil  and  gas  may  exist  at  depth  within  this  WSA. 
The  area  was  classified  by  the  U.S.  Geological 
Survey  as  having  potential  for  speculative  oil 
and  gas  resources,  but  there  is  a  lack  of  quali- 
fied available  data  (Group-1  commodity  in  Class-4 
area).  Geothermal  resources  probably  do  not 
occur  in  this  WSA,  although  there  are  no  data  to 
verify  this  (Group-1  commodity  in  Class-4  area). 
The  U.S.  Geological  Survey  has  not  classified 
this  area  as  prospectively  valuable  for  geother- 
mal resources. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  abundance 
within  alluvial  fan  areas  but  with  a  minor  market 
demand,  (Group-4  Mineral,  Class-2  Area).  Other 
common  variety  minerals  may  exist  in  unknown 
quantities  in  the  core  areas  (Group-4  in  Class-3). 

Livestock  Management 

Parts  of  two  allotments  overlap  the  WSA  and  the 
portions  within  it  produce  an  estimated  use 
based  on  pro-rating  of  5,569  AUMs.  This  esti- 
mate is  undoubtedly  high  because  the  portions 
of  the  allotments  within  the  WSA  are  mostly 
unwatered,  steep  and  rocky.  Table  3-1  contains 
the  acreage  and  AUMs  pertaining  to  the  WSA. 
The  AUM  harvest  from  the  WSA  is  probably 
overestimated,  but  the  data  are  not  refined 
enough  to  derive  a  better  figure.  Because  of 
steep,  rough,  unwatered  terrain,  very  little  graz- 
ing benefit  is  actually  contributed  from  within  the 
WSA.  Both  allotments  have  been  identified 
through  Coordinated  Resource  Management 
Planning  (CRMP)  as  needing  an  AMP.  There  are 
no  range  developments  within  the  WSA  nor 
have  any  been  identified  for  the  future. 
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TABLE  3-1 

LIVESTOCK  GRAZING  USE  IN  WSAs 

Approximate 

Active  Use 

Acreage 

Number  of 

Current 

By  WSA 

WSA 

Allotment  s) 

in  WSA 

Permittees 

Peri od-of -Use 

By  Allotment1 

South  Pahroc 

Pahroc 

13,439 

1 

Mid  Sept-Mid-June 

4,783 

Range 

Six  Mile 

15,161 

1 

Mid  Sept-Mid-June 

859 

Clover  Mtns. 

Cottonwood 

38,820 

2 

May  1  -  Oct.  31 

810 

Pennsylvania 

9,841 

3 

May  1  -  Sept.  30 

179 

Sheep  Flat 

31 ,471 

3 

May  16  -  Sept.  15 

839 

Henri e 

3,668 

2 

Nov.  1  -  Apr.  30 

67 

Garden  Springs 

1,135 

1 

Oct.  16  -  May  15 

82 

Meadow  Valley  Rox 

7,480 

1 

Sept.  1  -  Apr.  4 

218 

Range 

Acton-Farrier 

8,920 

1 

Ephemeral* 

TCjCtCK 

Delamar 

12,745 

1 

Yearlong 

295 

Breed!  ove 

86,999 

1 

Yearl ong* 

666 

Boulder  Springs 

2,560 

1 

Oct.  1  -  March  31 

"k^ckk 

Lower  Riggs 

2,080 

2 

Yearlong 

220 

Morri  son-Wengert  46 , 920 

1 

Yearlong 

1,788 

Grapevine 

4,360 

2 

Oct.  -  March 

118 

Henri e 

13,650 

2 

Nov.  -  Apr.  30 

249 

Mormon 

Rox 

12,162 

1 

Sept.  -  Apr.  4 

355 

Mountain 

Mormon  Peak 

72,064 

2 

Yearlong*** 

525 

Gourd  Spring 

17,286 

2 

Sept.  16  -  May  15 

591 

Breed!  ove 

20,594 

1 

Yearlong 

158 

Henri e 

29,932 

2 

Nov.  1  -  Apr.  30 

545 

White  Rock 

7,941 

1 

March  1  -  May  15 

695 

Upper  Mormon 

Mesa 

2,908 

1 

Ephemeral 

Tck^ck 

Delamar 

Mountains 

Delamar 

83,284 

1 

Yearlong 

1,922 

Buckhorn 

9,805 

1 

Yearlong 

399 

Lower  Lake 

19,984 

1 

Yearl  ong 

240 

Grapevi  ne 

13,184 

2 

Yearlong 

356 

Selective 
Management 
Category 

I 
I 

C 
C 
I 
M 
I 


I 
C 
I 

c 

c 
I 

M 

C 
C 
I 
C 
M 
I 


I 
I 
C 
I 


** 

,1-  I-  |_  I— L- 

1 


Low  Use. 

Calculated  as  a  percent  of  current  use  as  limited  by  permit. 
As  adjudicated  but  has  been  used  March  1  to  May  31  and  Nov.  1  -  Feb.  28. 
Average  use  for  1  ast  two  years  as  a  percent  of  al  1  otment  i  n  thi  s  WSA. 
Variable  due  to  ephemeral  classification. 
Estimate  based  on  average  acres  per  AIM  adjudicated  for  the  allotment 
adjusted  by  the  nimber  of  acres  involved  in  each  WSA. 
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0  12  3  4 

approximate  miles 


RELATIVE  POTENTIAL 
A       1 

IJ2 

3 


T4S 


T5S 


T6S 


MINERAL  TYPE  * 

PERLITE     (PARAMOUNT  PERLITE  MINE  ) 

PERLITE 

PERLITE 

URANIUM  (ALSO  IN  2,  3) 


HH 


MINING  CLAIMS 


'REFER  TO  TEXT  FOR  EXPLANATION 


LOCATABLE  MINERAL  POTENTIAL 

and  MINING  CLAIMS 

SOUTH  PAHROC  NV-050-0132 


T4S 


T5S 


T6S 


RELATIVE  POTENTIAL 
2 
3 


MINERAL  TYPE 
SAND  AND  GRAVEL 
OTHER  SALABLES 
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approximate  miles 
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SALABLE  MINERAL  POTENTIAL 
SOUTH  PAHROC  RANGE  NV-050-0132 


approximate  miles 


RELATIVE  POTENTIAL 

4 


T4S 


T5S 


MINERAL  TYPE 

OIL  AND  GAS 
GEOTHERMAL    (in  all  areas) 


OIL  AND  GAS  LEASE 
OIL  AND  GAS 


T6S 
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LEASABLE  MINERAL  POTENTIAL 

OIL  AND  GAS  LEASES 

SOUTH  PAHROC  NV-050-0132 
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EXISTING  PROJECTS 
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WILDLIFE  HABITAT  AND  PROJECTS 
SOUTH  PAHROC  RANGE  NV-050-0132 


Wildlife 

There  is  a  small  population  of  mule  deer  present. 
Prairie  falcons,  golden  eagles  and  other  state- 
protected  raptors  may  pass  through.  The  north- 
ern spotted  bat  (classified  "endangered"  by  the 
State)  may  exist  in  the  South  Pahroc  Range. 
Bighorn  sheep  were  historically  present  and 
have  been  reintroduced.  Table  3-2  shows  signif- 
icant wildlife  habitat  by  WSA. 

Water  Resources 

There  are  two  intermittent  and  one  perennial 
spring  present  in  the  WSA  and  their  water  qual- 
ity is  unknown.  Wilderness  designation  would 
not  preclude  administrative  action  to  maintain  or 
restore  potability  of  waters  nor  would  it  prevent 
projects  for  this  reason  if  they  prove  necessary 
and  are  compatibly  designed. 

Air  Quality 

The  South  Pahroc  WSA  has  a  Class  II  rating  as 
defined  by  the  Clean  Air  Act  of  1977. 

CLOVER  MOUNTAINS  WSA 
(NV-050-0139) 

General  Characteristics 

The  Clover  Mountains  WSA  is  located  about  1 05 
miles  northeast  of  Las  Vegas,  in  the  southern 
extension  of  the  Clover  Mountains.  The  WSA  is 
somewhat  rectangular,  measuring  approximately 
three  to  sixteen  miles  east  to  west  and  six  to 
fourteen  miles  north  to  south.  Elevation  ranges 
from  3,000  to  7,600  feet. 

There  are  two  major  landform  regions  found 
within  the  WSA.  The  first,  called  the  Clover 
Mountain  Central  Area,  consists  of  rugged  peaks, 
deep  twisting  canyons,  rolling  hills,  and  steep 
cliff  faces.  This  area  contains  six  canyons;  Cotton- 
wpod  Creek,  Pine  Creek,  Ash  Creek,  Fife  Creek, 
Sheep  Creek,  and  Coldwater  Creek.  The  Cotton- 
wood Creek  complex,  of  which  this  WSA  is  a  part, 
is  significant  because  it  is  the  only  perennial 
creek  system  in  any  of  the  five  WSAs  in  the 
Caliente  Resource  Area.  The  second  region, 
called  the  Lower  Clover  Mountain  Area,  spills 
into  the  Tule  Desert  and  contains  rolling,  gentle 
hills,  less  incised  canyons,  and  the  heads  of 
several  bajadas. 

Vegetation  is  diverse.  Pinyon-juniper  is  the 
most  extensive  vegetation  type,  covering 
approximately  seventy-five  percent  of  the 
area.  The  southeastern  portion  of  the  WSA  is 
covered  by  desert  shrubs,  predominately 
blackbrush    and     Mexican     cliffrose.    The 


northern  portion  of  the  unit  is  covered  by 
mountain  shrubs  consisting  of  Gambel  oak, 
serviceberry,  ceanothis  and  shrub  liveoak. 
Most  significant  in  the  area  are  the  riparian 
zones  in  the  Cottonwood  Creek  complex 
which  have  scattered  stands  of  ponderosa 
pine,  cottonwood,  willow  and  ash.  Other 
portions  of  the  WSA  on  the  eastern  side  have 
quaking  aspen. 

Land  Status 

This  WSA  is  composed  of  84,935  acres  of  public 
land.  There  are  no  private  or  other  lands  within 
the  WSA.  The  southwestern  side  of  the  WSA  is 
bordered  by  the  Union  Pacific  railroad  right-of- 
way  and  some  private  lands. 

Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness 

Approximately  ninety-five  percent  of  the  WSA  is 
unaffected  by  manmade  features.  There  is  an 
historic  homesite  with  an  associated  way,  mostly 
washed  out,  in  the  lower  region.  Noticeable 
imprints  associated  with  cattle  use  are  apparent 
along  the  banks  of  Pine  and  Ash  Creeks. 

Outside  sights  and  sounds  are  primarily  res- 
tricted to  the  Pennsylvania  Mining  district  on  the 
northwestern  corner  of  the  WSA  and  not  obser- 
vable from  ninety-nine  percent  of  the  WSA. 
Operations  there  are  minimal  presently,  but  acti- 
vity associated  with  the  mine  could  impair  the 
quality  of  the  wilderness  experience  within  the 
northwestern  corner  of  WSA  if  full  scale  produc- 
tion were  initiated.  A  three  to  four  mile  way 
extends  up  the  lower  Cottonwood  Wash  from  its 
mouth.  There  are  no  cherrystem  roads. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude  and 
Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

The  size  of  the  area,  in  addition  to  vegetative 
and  topographic  screening,  provides  outstand- 
ing opportunities  for  solitude  in  all  of  the  WSA, 
with  these  opportunities  falling  to  about  fifty  per- 
cent in  the  southern  quarter  due  to  reduced 
topographic  screening  and  more  scattered  vege- 
tation. Secluded  spots  are  easily  locatable  be- 
cause of  the  many  canyons  in  the  WSA. 

Outstanding  and  diverse  primitive  recreational 
activities  are  present.  Backpacking  for  extended 
trips  and  dayhiking  are  outstanding.  Other  avail- 
able opportunities  are  rock  scrambling,  nature 
study,  excellent  photography,  horseback  riding 
and  hunting.  The  Clover  Mountains  unit  is  the 
prime  mule  deer  harvesting  unit  for  Lincoln 
County. 
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Table  3-2 
SIGNIFICANT  HABITAT  BY  WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREA  (WSA) 


WSA 


Yearlong 
Habitat 
Acres       %* 


Deer 


Sumner 
Habitat 
Acres   %* 


Crucial 
Desert 
Wi  nter    Tortoi  se 
Habitat    Habitat 
Acres  %*  Acres 


°/-k 


Crucial 
Quail 

Habitat 
Acres 


Yearlong  Crucial 

Bighorn  Bighorn 

Sheep  Habitat  Sheep  Habitat 

%*        Acres  %*        Acres  V 


CO 

I 


Clover  Mountains  3,796 

Delamar  Mountains  54,133  7.0% 
Meadow  Valley  Rge.  38,325  4.2% 
Manron  Mountains  79,459  8.8% 
South  Pahroc  Range 


7.0%    23,079    5.1% 


11,092 


5,527 


19,377    4.3% 


23% 

1,250 

1.4% 

27,454 

14% 

125 

0.1% 

62,895 

32% 

9,739 

26% 

14% 

15,537 

16.8% 

77,039 

39% 

24,391 

66% 

19,377 

10% 

3,000 

8% 

37% 

16,912 

18.3% 

186,765 

94% 

37,130 

100% 

*    Represents  the  percent  of  all  of  that  particular  type  of  habitat  available  in  Caliente  Resource  Area 
Percentages  may  not  add  exactly  due  to  rounding. 
Source:    Caliente  Wilderness  EIS  Team,  1983  and  1988. 
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Special  Features 

The  following  supplemental  values  occurring 
within  the  WSA,  add  to  the  wilderness  expe- 
rience within  it;  zoological,  botanical,  cultural 
resources  and  geological.  Peregrine  falcons 
(classified  as  "endangered"  by  the  Federal 
Government)  have  been  sighted  as  migrants  in 
the  area.  The  WSA  contains  a  stand  of  quaking 
aspen,  which  is  rare  in  this  district,  and  several 
riparian  zones.  The  change  in  vegetation  type  as 
one  progresses  from  the  upper  end  of  Pine 
Creek  to  lower  Cottonwood  Creek,  from  ponde- 
rosa  pine  to  cactus,  yucca  and  other  low  desert 
shrubs  provides  an  interesting  transition.  There 
is  one  historic  cabin  in  this  WSA  relating  to  the 
early  Mormon  settlement  of  the  1 860's.  The  geo- 
logic structure  of  the  Clover  Mountains  and 
associated  Caliente  caldera  is  also  of  scientific 
interest. 

Recreation 

There  are  no  developed  recreation  facilities  within 
or  adjacent  to  the  WSA.  Most  use  is  light  and  by 
individuals  or  family  groups.  These  include  ex- 
cellent backpacking,  dayhiking,  camping,  hor- 
seback riding,  rock  climbing,  nature  study,  and 
photography.  Non-motorized  recreation  use  is 
estimated  to  be  1 00  visitor-days  annually.  Cotton- 
wood Creek  and  its  tributaries  are  the  most  used 
portions  of  the  WSA  for  hiking  and  camping 
because  of  the  live  water,  diverse  vegetation 
ranging  from  ponderosa  pine  to  desert  shrub, 
colorful  rock  formations  and  length  of  route. 
Quaking  Aspen  Spring,  within  the  WSA  on  its 
northeastern  boundary,  is  another  popular  stopp- 
ing point  on  the  East  Pass  Road. 

Flood  deposits  normally  block  the  way  for  vehi- 
cles to  pass  under  the  Union  Pacific  Railroad  at 
the  mouth  of  Cottonwood  Creek.  Flooding  has 
also  severely  damaged  the  old  way  leading  a 
few  miles  up  Cottonwood  Creek.  Despite  the 
impediments,  someone  occasionally  digs  out 
enough  to  pass  a  vehicle  under  the  tracks  and 
gain  access  up  Cottonwood  Creek.  There  are  no 
other  ways  or  roads,  thus  motorized  vehicle  use 
of  the  WSA  is  extremely  light. 

Hunting  around  the  fringes  of  the  WSA  is  probably 
the  most  common  recreational  pursuit  and  takes 
place  from  foot  or  horseback.  It  is  estimated  at 
ninety  hunter-days  annually.  There  is  some  trap- 
ping also. 


Cultural  Resources 

Archeological  surveys  within  this  WSA  are  limited 
to  a  few  project-specific  surveys  and  thus  little 
information  is  available  relative  to  its  cultural 
resources.  Because  of  its  water  and  exploitable 
vegetation  resources,  this  WSA  can  be  consi- 
dered sensitive  for  cultural  resources.  Known 
prehistoric  sites  include  open  lithic  scatters, 
rock-shelters  and  open  camp  and  milling  sites 
adjacent  to  springs.  One  historic  site  is  known, 
the  cabin  in  Cottonwood  Canyon  which  is  related 
to  the  Mormon  settlement  of  the  1 860s. 

Energy  and  Mineral  Resources 

The  following  list  and  description  of  energy  and 
mineral  resources  are  categorized  according  to 
method  of  acquisition  or  disposal  (i.e.,  locatable, 
leasable  or  salable)  and  are  ordered  according 
to  the  classification  described  in  Appendix  Tables 
3-1  and  3-2. 

No  past  mineral  production  has  occurred  within 
this  WSA.  Some  has  occurred  from  areas  out- 
side but  adjacent  to  it.  There  was  minor  produc- 
tion from  the  nearby  Pennsylvania  Mining  dis- 
trict and  some  770  acres  of  mining  claims  in  the 
WSA  adjacent  to  the  district  indicate  continuing 
interest.  There  are  no  other  mining  claims  in  the 
WSA.  The  only  known  mineral  present  in  this 
WSA  of  potentially  sufficient  quality  and  quantity 
to  be  marketable  is  sand  and  gravel  located 
along  Meadow  Valley  Wash,  where  it  could  be 
used  locally  for  railroad  or  road  repair. 

Locatable  Minerals 

Potential  barite  resources  may  occur  in  unknown 
quantities  at  the  Lucky  Boy  prospect  within  the 
southwestern  portion  of  the  Clover  Mountains 
(Group-4  commodity,  Class-3  area).  Silica  and 
lime  resources  may  occur  in  the  respective 
quartzite  or  carbonate  rock  units  along  the 
western  boundary  and  lime  resources  may  occur 
in  carbonate  rock  units  in  the  south-center  of 
the  WSA  (Group-4  commodity,  Class-3  area). 
Metallic  resources  may  be  inferred  to  occur  in 
the  western  and  north-central  portions  of  the 
WSA  (Group  1-3  commodities,  Class  3  area). 
Other  locatable  mineral  resources  possibly  occur 
in  the  northwestern  and  south-central  portions 
of  this  WSA  in  areas  adjacent  to  the  Pennsylvania 
and  Cherokee/Viola  Mining  districts,  but  there 
is  a  lack  of  qualified  data  for  use  in  classification 
of  mineral  potential  (Group-1  to  4  commodities, 
Class-4  areas).  Other  locatable  mineral  resources, 
speculatively,  may  exist  in  the  remaining  portions 
of  the  WSA,  although  there  are  no  data  to  verify 
this  (Group  1-4  commodities,  Class-4  areas). 
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Leasable  Minerals 

There  has  been  no  hydrocarbon  production 
from  this  WSA  and  no  exploratory  drilling.  It  has 
been  entirely  leased  post-FLPMA.  Potential  alu- 
nite  (alumina)  resources  may  occur  in  the  WSA 
in  volcanic  rocks  associated  with  similar  rocks 
to  the  east.  A  few  years  ago  the  area  east  of  the 
WSA  was  under  application  for  a  potassium 
prospecting  permit  for  alunite,  but  the  applica- 
tion was  rejected.  Oil  and  gas  resources  possi- 
bly occur  in  the  WSA.  The  area  was  classified  by 
the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  as  having  potential 
for  speculative  oil  and  gas  resources  but  there  is 
a  lack  of  qualified  available  data  for  use  in  clas- 
sification of  oil  and  gas  potential  (Group-1  com- 
modity, Class-4  area).  Geothermal  resources 
probably  do  not  occur  in  the  WSA,  although 
there  are  no  data  to  verify  this  (Group-1  com- 
modity, Class-4  area). 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  to  a  limited 
extent  in  alluvial  fan  and  large  intermittent  wash 
areas  in  the  WSA,  but  without  market  demand 
(Group-4  commodity,  Class-2  areas).  Other  com- 
mon variety  minerals  may  exist  in  unknown 
quantities  in  bedrock  areas  throughout  the  WSA 
(Group-4  commodity,  Class-3  area). 

Livestock  Management 

Portions  of  five  allotments  overlap  the  WSA. 
Table  3-1  contains  the  acreage  and  pro-rated 
AUMs  derived  from  the  WSA.  Two  allotments, 
Garden  Springs  and  Sheep  Flat,  have  been  iden- 
tified through  CRMP  as  needing  an  intensive 
management  system.  All  ranching  access  is 
accomplished  on  foot  or  horseback.  Existing 
developments  include:  one-half  mile  of  fence 
between  Ash  and  Fife  Creeks,  one-third  mile  of 
fence  extending  southwesterly  from  south  of 
Fife  Spring,  a  cattle  exclosure  at  Quaking  Aspen 
Spring,  a  gap  fence  at  lower  Cottonwood  Creek, 
and  one  developed  spring  above  Sam's  Camp. 
Proposed  projects  include  five  and  one-half 
miles  of  fence  on  the  northwestern  side. 


The  Beaver  Dam  HMP  (N5-WHA-R24,  1976) 
encompasses  the  Clover  Mountains,  including 
the  WSA.  Table  3-2  shows  significant  wildlife 
habitat  by  WSA. 

Wild  Horses 

The  area  contains  approximately  sixty-five  wild 
horses  and  was  identified,  through  the  Caliente 
MFP,  as  needing  an  intensive  herd  management 
plan. 

Water  Resources 

This  WSA  contains  the  only  perennial  streams 
among  the  five  WSAs.  Approximately  three  and 
one-half  miles  of  Pine  Creek  and  two  and  one- 
half  miles  of  Ash  Creek  join  to  form  Cottonwood 
Creek.  From  this  confluence,  Cottonwood  Creek 
flows  for  approximately  six  and  one-half  miles. 
There  are  also  fourteen  undeveloped  perennial 
springs,  fifteen  undeveloped  and  one  developed 
intermittent  springs  within  the  WSA. 

Water  quality  is  generally  untested  but  is  usually 
unsafe  for  human  consumption  without  treatment. 
Constituents  which  would  likely  exceed  EPA 
drinking  water  standards  are  total  coliform,  fecal 
coliform,  nitrate-nitrogen,  total  dissolved  solids, 
chloride,  sulfate,  iron  and  manganese.  Some  of 
these  constituents  are  attributable  to  natural 
water  chemistry,  but  others  are  due  to  trampling 
and  fecal  contamination  by  cattle,  wild  horses 
and  other  mammals. 

Wilderness  designation  would  not  preclude  ad- 
ministrative action  to  maintain  or  restore  potability 
of  waters,  nor  would  it  prevent  projects  for  this 
reason  if  they  are  compatibly  designed. 

Air  Quality 

The  Clover  Mountains  WSA  has  a  Class  II  rating 
as  defined  by  the  Clean  Air  Act  of  1977. 


Wildlife 

Mule  deer,  coyote  and  other  common  species 
are  present.  The  state-listed  "rare"  northern 
spotted  bat  may  be  present.  Raptors  include  the 
Federally  "endangered"  peregrine  falcon  as  an 
occasional  migrant. 
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MEADOW  VALLEY  RANGE  WSA  (NV-050-0156) 


General  Characteristics 

The  Meadow  Valley  Range  WSA  is  located 
about  fifty-five  miles  northeast  of  Las  Vegas, 
Nevada  and  contains  the  entire  Meadow  Valley 
Mountain  Range.  It  is  shaped  like  a  boomerang, 
measuring  approximately  eight  to  twelve  miles 
east  to  west  and  arching  about  thirty-four  miles 
north  to  south.  Elevation  ranges  from  3,400  to 
5,700  feet. 

There  are  three  major  landform  regions  within 
the  WSA.  The  first,  the  Meadow  Valley  Range, 
forms  the  northern  and  western  sides  of  WSA 
and  contains  rugged  peaks  and  canyons  in 
limestone,  dolomite,  quartzite,  shale  and  volcanic 
rocks.  The  second  region,  the  Bunker  Hills,  on 
the  southerly  limb  of  the  WSA,  consists  of  low 
angular  hills  comprised  of  dissected  anticlines 
and  synclines  characterized  by  badland-like 
erosion  features.  The  third  consists  of  a  broad 
sweeping  bajada  sloping  toward  the  east  and 
southeast  from  the  Meadow  Valley  Range. 

Vegetation  is  diverse.  The  desert  shrub  com- 
munity dominates  the  majority  of  the  WSA,  repre- 
sented by  blackbrush  and  Joshua  trees.  Lower 
areas  of  the  WSA  are  dominated  by  creosote 
bush.  Pinyon-juniper  covers  the  higher  eleva- 
tions of  the  northernmost  sections  of  the  WSA. 
The  major  wash  areas  in  the  WSA  are  covered 
by  rabbitbrush.  The  northwestern  portion  of  the 
WSA  is  covered  by  annual  grasses,  mostly  com- 
posed of  cheatgrass. 

Land  Status 

There  are  no  private  or  other  lands  within  this 
WSA.  Small  scattered  parcels  of  private  land 
abut  the  eastern  boundary  along  Meadow  Valley 
Wash.  The  eastern  boundary  also  adjoins  the 
county  road  and/or  the  Union  Pacific  Railroad 
right-of-way  where  the  boundary  is  not  formed 
by  private  lands. 

Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness 

Approximately  ninety-five  percent  of  the  WSA  is 
unaffected  by  manmade  features.  Most  effects 
on  naturalness  occur  in  the  WSA's  northeastern 
corner.  Here  several  ways  cross  the  area  from 
Avertt  Reservoir  to  Hackberry  Canyon.  A  three 
and  one  half  mile  way  extends  from  the  northern 
boundary  into  the  upper  Vigo  Canyon  watershed. 


In  addition,  numerous  indistinct  vehicle  tracks 
cross  this  region  of  the  WSA.  Towards  the 
southerly  portion,  there  is  an  exploratory  drill 
site  with  an  associated  cherrystem  road. 

The  WSA  is  relatively  free  of  outside  sights  and 
sounds.  Exceptions  are  the  WSA  boundary  roads, 
frequent  low  level  military  flights,  and  light  pollu- 
tion in  the  southern  end  from  the  Reid  Gardner 
Generating  Station  and  distant  small  communities. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude  and 
Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Adequate  vegetative  screening  is  not  available 
anywhere  within  the  WSA  except  in  pinyon- 
juniper  areas.  Outstanding  topographic  screen- 
ing is  available  in  the  more  precipitous  terrain  in 
the  Meadow  Valley  Range  region  of  the  WSA 
due  to  a  series  of  imposing  cliffs,  sharp  peaks, 
steep  canyons,  and  prominent  rock  outcrops. 
The  Bunker  Hills  also  provide  excellent  screen- 
ing. The  remainder  of  the  WSA  provides  limited 
screening,  but  due  to  its  vast  size,  provides  sub- 
stantial solitude.  Secluded  sites  are  easily  located 
in  the  Meadow  Valley  Range,  Bunker  Hills,  the 
region  around  Wildcat  and  Farrier  Washes  and 
in  Hackberry  Canyon. 

Non-motorized  recreational  activities  include  out- 
standing primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
opportunities  in  the  main  ridge  region,  Sunflower 
Mountain  and  Hackberry  Canyon.  The  Sunflower 
Mountain-Grapevine  Spring  area  on  the  west- 
ern side  and  and  Hackberry  Canyon  on  the  east 
would  be  the  focal  point  in  providing  opportuni- 
ties for  challenging  very  scenic  day  hikes  and 
back  packs.  The  entire  mountain  range  provides 
good  climbing  and  scrambling  opportunities  with 
the  best  being  available  on  the  western  slopes  of 
the  Meadow  Valley  Mountains  and  in  the  large 
washes  like  Hackberry  Canyon.  The  rugged 
topography,  vast  desert  vistas,  color  tones  rang- 
ing from  very  dark  to  sharply  contrasting  light 
buffs  and  lack  of  grazing  in  some  areas  provide 
excellent  opportunities  for  photography  and 
nature  study.  Potholes  in  ephemeral  streams 
create  intriguing  temporary  aquatic  ecosystems. 
Bighorn  sheep  and  archeologic  features  add 
both  interest  and  photographic  subjects.  Horse- 
back riding  is  available  but  better  in  the  gentler, 
more  easterly  sections.  This  WSA  is  a  good  area 
for  hunting  deer  and  upland  game  birds.  In  addi- 
tion, five  desert  bighorn  sheep  tags  are  issued 
for  this  area  annually. 
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Special  Features 


Energy  and  Mineral  Resources 


Geological,  botanical,  zoological  and  cultural 
features  are  the  WSA's  most  significant  values. 
Geological  values  include  rocks  from  every  geo- 
logic period  except  the  Precambrian,  Jurassic 
and  Cretaceous.  Complex  folding  and  thrust 
faulting  provide  an  interresting  aspect  from  a 
scientific  as  well  as  a  scenic  point  of  view.  The 
range  includes  the  westernmost  exposure  of 
Colorado  redbeds.  Two  State  protected  plants 
are  found  in  the  vicinity  of  the  WSA.  They  are 
Arenaria  stenomerees  Eastwood  (Meadow  Valley 
Range  sandwort)  and  Astragalus  nyensis 
Barneby  (Nye  milkvetch).  Desert  tortoise  inhabit 
the  lower  elevations  of  the  southern  area  and 
golden  eagles  and  prairie  falcons  may  also  pass 
through.  The  WSA  is  considered  sensitive  for 
cultural  resources  because  of  its  proximity  to 
Meadow  Valley  Wash. 

Recreation 

There  are  no  developed  recreation  sites  in  or 
near  the  WSA.  Use  is  very  light  and  mostly  by 
individuals.  Occasional  organized  groups  make 
use  of  the  area.  Motorized  vehicle  use  occurs  on 
the  ways  in  the  uplands  of  the  Vigo  Canyon 
drainage,  in  Wildcat  and  Farrier  washes,  in  other 
washes  on  the  south,  and  in  Hackberry  and  Vigo 
Canyons.  There  is  one  cherrystem  road  which  is 
not  accessible.  Non-motorized  recreation  use  is 
estimated  to  be  100  visitor-days  annually.  Moto- 
rized recreation  use  is  estimated  to  be  225 
visitor-days,  while  hunting  is  estimated  at  80 
hunter-days  annually. 

Cultural  Resources 

This  WSA  is  considered  archeologically  sensi- 
tive even  though  few  prehistoric  sites  have  been 
recorded.  The  most  sensitive  portion  parallels 
Meadow  Valley  Wash  where  perennial  water 
has  wrought  an  area  rich  in  cultural  expres- 
sions. Found  here  are  major  concentrations  of 
petroglyphs,  rock-shelters,  rock  alignments, 
pueblo  sites  and  aboriginal  trail  alignments.  Rock 
alignments  have  also  been  found  in  the  upper 
regions  of  the  Meadow  Valley  Range  near  Sun- 
flower Mountain.  Twelve  historic  sites  are  re- 
corded for  this  WSA  relating  to  the  Union  Pacific 
Railroad  and  early  ranching  efforts  in  the  area. 
Prehistoric  site  types  expected  to  be  found  are 
rock-shelters,  open  lithic  and  ceramic  scatters 
and  milling  sites. 


The  following  list  and  description  of  energy  and 
mineral  resources  are  categorized  according  to 
method  of  disposal  (i.e.,  locatable,  leasable,  or 
salable)  and  are  ordered  according  to  the  classi- 
fication scheme  described  in  Appendix  Tables 
3-1  and  3-2. 

The  only  known  mineral  present  in  this  WSA  of 
potentially  sufficient  quality  and  quantity  to  be 
marketable  is  sand  and  gravel  located  along 
Meadow  Valley  Wash,  where  it  could  be  used 
locally  for  railroad  or  road  repair.  A  few  tons  of 
gypsum  were  reportedly  shipped  from  the  Robb 
deposit  along  the  WSA's  eastern  side. 

Approximately  80  acres  of  mining  claims  are  on 
the  western  side  of  the  WSA  and  approximately 
2,200  acres  are  on  the  southeastern  side.  All  are 
post-FLPMA  claims. 

Locatable  Minerals 

Perlite  resources  are  known  within  the  northern 
portion  of  the  Meadow  Valley  Mountains  but 
with  unknown  quality  and  with  minor  market 
demand  (Group-4  commodity  in  Class-2  area). 
Silica  and  lime  resources  may  occur  in  respec- 
tive quartzite  and  carbonate  rock  units  within 
the  southwestern  and  center-east  portions  of 
the  WSA  (Group-4  commodities  in  Class-3  areas). 
Other  less  known  potential  perlite  resources 
may  occur  in  association  with  the  above- 
mentioned  deposit  (Group-4  commodity  in 
Class-3  area).  Potential  gypsum  resources  may 
occur  in  the  central-east  portion  of  the  WSA  in 
Permian  redbeds  (Group-4  commodity  in  Class- 
3  area).  Gypsum  deposits  in  this  WSA  are  nodu- 
lar in  nature  and  thus  appear  uneconomic. 
Metallic  resources  may  be  inferred  to  occur  in 
the  north  quarter,  central  and  extreme  southw- 
estern portion  of  the  WSA  (Group  1-3,  Class  3 
area).  Other  less  known  gypsum  resources  pos- 
sibly exist  in  Permian  redbeds  within  the  WSA, 
associated  with  the  known  deposit,  (Group-4 
commodity  in  Class-4  area).  Unknown  locatable 
mineral  resources  possibly  exist  within  mining 
claims  lapping  into  the  WSA  on  the  central  lower 
west  flank,  but  no  data  exists  (Group  1-4  com- 
modities in  Class-4  area).  Potential  uranium 
resources  possibly  exist  in  the  WSA,  but  the 
known  data  does  not  verify  this  (Group-1  and  3 
commodity  in  Class-4  area). 
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Leasable  Minerals 


Wildlife 


There  has  been  no  hydrocarbon  production 
from  this  WSA.  There  was  some  geophysical 
exploration  and  one  deep  well  was  drilled  with 
no  publically  known  results.  The  entire  WSA  is 
all  leased  post-FLPMA. 

Oil  and  gas  resources  possibly  occur  in  this 
WSA.  The  area  was  classified  by  the  U.S.  Geo- 
logical Survey  as  having  potential  for  specula- 
tive oil  and  gas  resources  but  there  are  a  lack  of 
qualified  available  data  for  use  in  classification 
of  potential  (Group-1  commodity  in  Class-4  area). 
Phosphate  rock  resources  possibly  exist  in  un- 
known quantities  within  the  Chainman  Shale  in 
the  south-central  portion  of  the  WSA,  but  there 
are  a  lack  of  qualified  data  for  use  in  classifica- 
tion of  potential  (Group-3  commodity  in  Class-4 
area).  Geothermal  resources  probably  do  not 
occur  in  this  WSA,  although  there  are  no  data  to 
verify  this  (Group-1  commodity  in  Class-4  area). 
The  U.S.  Geological  Survey  has  not  classified 
the  area  as  prospectively  valuable  for  geother- 
mal or  other  leasable  minerals. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  abundance 
within  alluvial  fan  areas,  but  with  minor  market 
demand  (Group-4  commodities  in  Class-2  area). 
Other  common  variety  minerals  may  exist  in 
unknown  quantities  in  bedrock  areas  (Group-4 
commodity  in  Class-3  area). 

Livestock  Management 

Portions  of  nine  allotments  overlap  the  WSA. 
Eight  of  these  are  actively  used.  Table  3-1  con- 
tains the  acreage  and  pro-rated  AUMs  derived 
from  the  WSA.  Delamar  and  Grapevine  allot- 
ments are  currently  under  allotment  manage- 
ment plans.  Both  allotments  have  developed 
rotational  pasture  grazing  systems.  Portions  of 
two  allotments  (Boulder  and  Lower  Riggs)  have 
been  identified  through  CRMP  as  needing  for- 
mal grazing  systems.  Existing  developments 
consist  of  a  reservoir,  pipeline  and  trough  in  the 
Delamar  Allotment,  one-half  mile  of  fence  be- 
tween Breedlove  and  Henrie  Allotments,  a  reser- 
voir and  one  mile  of  fence  in  Grapevine  Allot- 
ment, a  developed  spring  and  corral  at  Hackberry 
Spring  in  the  Henrie  Allotment  and  a  spring 
develpomentand  corral  in  the  Morrison-Wengert 
Allotment. 


Mule  deer,  bighorn  sheep  and  quail  are  present. 
Golden  eagles,  prairie  falcons  and  other  raptors 
(protected  by  the  State)  may  pass  through  or 
exist  in  the  area.  The  northern  spotted  bat  (clas- 
sified "endangered"  by  the  State)  may  exist  in 
the  WSA.  A  big  game  guzzler  is  the  only  wildlife 
development  within  its  boundaries.  Table  3-2 
shows  significant  wildlife  habitat  by  WSA. 

Wild  Horses 

The  area  contains  approximately  thirty-three 
wild  horses  and  was  identified,  through  the 
Caliente  MFP,  as  needing  an  intensive  herd 
management  plan. 


Lands 

The  Air  Force  had  identified  a  plan  to  install  por- 
table electronic  stations  at  two  locations  along 
the  crest  of  the  main  ridge  (37°  1'43"N,  114°  47' 
28"W  and  37°  15'  15"N,  114°  35'  3"W)  but 
alternative  locations  were  found. 

Water  Resources 

There  are  two  springs  present  in  the  WSA,  one 
perennial  and  one  intermittent,  with  unknown 
water  quality.  Wilderness  designation  would  not 
preclude  administrative  action  to  maintain  or 
restore  potability  of  waters,  nor  would  it  prevent 
projects  for  this  reason  if  they  should  be  neces- 
sary and  if  they  are  compatibly  designed. 

Air  Quality 

The  Meadow  Valley  Range  WSA  has  a  Class  II 
rating  as  defined  by  the  Clean  Air  Act  of  1977. 
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MORMON  MOUNTAINS  WSA  (NV-050-0161) 


General  Characteristics 

The  Mormon  Mountains  WSA  is  located  seventy- 
five  miles  northeast  of  Las  Vegas  and  contains 
the  entire  Mormon  Mountain  Range.  The  WSA  is 
somewhat  round  in  shape,  measuring  approxi- 
mately twelve  to  sixteen  miles  east  to  west  and 
fifteen  to  twenty  miles  north  to  south.  Elevation 
ranges  from  2,200  to  7,500  feet. 

There  are  five  major  landform  regions  found 
within  the  WSA.  The  first  is  the  Mormon  Moun- 
tains core  area  consisting  of  extremely  rugged 
limestone  peaks,  large  overhung  and  vertical 
cliffs,  and  a  maelstrom  of  deep  canyons.  The 
second,  the  Moapa  Peak  region,  consists  of  a 
solitary  limestone  ridge  on  the  south  end  of  the 
WSA  which  is  shaped  like  a  knife  blade  laid  on 
its  back  with  the  sharp  edge  skyward.  The  other 
three  are  all  bajadas,  which  vary  in  size  and 
topography. 

Most  of  the  WSA  is  covered  by  a  desert  shrub 
plant  community  consisting  mainly  of  blackbrush, 
bursage,  large  yuccas,  agave  and  Joshua  trees. 
Creosote  bush  may  be  found  in  the  northeastern 
portion  of  the  WSA.  Pinyon-juniper  stands  are 
common  in  the  central  core  area  and  there  is  a 
small,  relict  stand  of  ponderosa  pine  near  the 
summit  of  Mormon  Peak. 

Land  Status 

There  are  no  private  or  other  lands  within  this 
WSA.  Small  scattered  parcels  of  private  lands 
adjoin  portions  of  the  western  boundary  along 
Meadow  Valley  Wash.  The  west  boundary  also 
abuts  the  county  road  and/or  the  Union  Pacific 
Railroad  right-of-way  at  numerous  places.  A 
county  road  borders  the  WSA  along  its  eastern 
side. 

Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness 

Approximately  fifty  to  sixty  percent  of  the  WSA  is 
unaffected  by  manmade  features.  Many  man- 
made  intrusions  lie  within  the  WSA,  although 
most  have  been  technically  excluded  by  cher- 
rystemming.  These  features  include  roads,  ways, 
water  developments,  small  abandoned  mines, 
and  mining  disturbances.  Ways  include  the  fol- 
lowing ones:  Six  to  seven  miles  in  the  south,  five 
miles  in  the  east,  seven  miles  in  the  northwest, 
and  thirteen  miles  in  the  southwest. 


Portions  of  the  WSA  are  affected  by  outside 
sights  and  sounds  associated  with  the  Union 
Pacific  Railroad  right-of-way  on  the  western 
boundary,  low  flying  military  aircraft  and  the 
above-mentioned  features. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude  and 
Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Pinyon-juniper  stands  provide  good  vegetative 
screening  in  areas  above  the  5,000  foot  eleva- 
tion. Below  5,000  feet,  lower  vegetation  produ- 
ces considerably  less  screening  in  many  areas. 
Topographic  screening  in  the  mountainous  por- 
tion and  Moapa  Peak  area  is  outstanding  through- 
out due  to  high  cliffs,  peaks,  and  deep  canyons. 
Only  limited  screening  is  available  on  many  of 
the  lower  hills  and  bajada  areas.  Secluded  spots 
are  easily  locatable  throughout  the  WSA,  but 
especially  in  the  central  area. 

Non-motorized  recreation  activities  include  day- 
hiking,  backpacking,  rock  climbing  and  scram- 
bling, nature  study,  photography,  hunting,  and 
horseback  riding.  The  WSA  offers  outstanding 
opportunities  for  spelunking/caving  within  the 
Mormon  Mountains  core  area.  The  WSA  is  an 
outstanding  example  of  an  isolated  high  desert 
mountain  range  which  lends  itself  to  excellent 
photographic  opportunities. 

Special  Features 

This  WSA's  supplemental  values  add  much  to 
the  wilderness  experience  it  offers.  The  WSA 
contains  numerous  limestone  caves  which  are 
primarily  found  in  the  central  two-thirds  of  its 
area.  Botanical  features  in  the  WSA  include  the 
Meadow  Valley  Range  sandwort  (Arenaria  sten- 
omeres)  which  is  a  State  protected  species. 
Ponderosa  pine  is  also  found  in  a  relict  stand 
near  the  top.  Zoological  features  include  the 
desert  tortoise  and  bighorn  sheep.  The  northern 
spotted  bat  (classified  "endangered"  by  the  State) 
may  exist  in  the  WSA.  The  WSA  is  extremely  rich 
in  cultural  resources.  Over  200  prehistoric  sites 
have  been  found  including  agave  roasting  pits, 
shelter  caves,  pictograph  and  petroglyph  sites, 
to  name  but  a  few. 

Recreation 

There  are  no  developed  recreation  facilities  in  or 
near  the  WSA.  This  WSA  is  the  most  popular  of 
the  five  WSAs  studied  in  this  document,  and  is 
listed  in  the  Sierra  Club's  published  climbing 
guides.  Visitation  use  is  by  individuals,  family 
groups  and  organizational  hikers. 
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Motorized  vehicle  use  is  impossible  over  much 
of  the  WSA  due  to  steepness  and  roughness  of 
terrain.  Deeply  penetrating  cherrystem  roads 
and  ways  offer  access  which  is  mostly  confined 
to  the  canyon  bottoms.  The  exceptions  are  baj- 
adas  on  the  southwest  and  a  large  gentle  basin 
on  the  southeast  which  is  crossed  by  ways. 

Spelunking  is  an  endeavor  provided  for  in  the 
WSA,  which  contains  several  spectacular  limes- 
tone caves.  These  caves  harbor  many  examples 
of  stalactites,  stalagmites,  "ball"  stalactites  and 
unusual  columnar  structures. 

Non-motorized  recreation  use  is  estimated  to  be 
400  visitor-days  annually  and  motorized  recrea- 
tion use  at  510  visitor-days  annually.  Hunting 
use  is  estimated  at  250  hunter-days  annually. 

Cultural  Resources 

Because  of  prior  project-specific  surveys  and  a 
University  of  Nevada  Las  Vegas  survey  which 
focused  on  one  water  source,  twenty-nine  sites 
were  known  in  the  Mormon  Mountains.  As  a 
result,  its  sensitivity  was  recognized  and  an 
archaeological  survey  was  contracted  for  and 
completed  in  this  WSA.  This  recently  completed 
sample-oriented  cultural  resources  survey 
(Rusco  and  Munoz,  1983)  yielded  a  wide  range 
of  statistical  data  and  a  total  of  243  sites.  Prehis- 
toric site  types  include  caves  or  rock-shelters 
with  associated  agave  roasting  pits,  petroglyphs 
and  pictographs,  artifact  scatters  and  rock 
alignments. 

The  historic  sites  found  relate  to  mining,  livestock 
raising,  local  and  regional  transportationand 
government  land  managment. 

Energy  and  Mineral  Resources 

The  following  list  and  description  of  energy  and 
mineral  resources  are  categorized  according  to 
method  of  acquisition  or  disposal  (i.e.,  locatable, 
leasable,  or  salable)  and  are  ordered  according 
to  the  classification  described  in  Appendix  Tables 
3-1  and  3-2. 

The  only  known  mineral  present  in  this  WSA  of 
potentially  sufficient  quality  and  quantity  to  be 
marketable  is  sand  and  gravel  located  on  the 
western  fringe  of  the  WSA  along  Meadow  Valley 
Wash,  where  it  could  be  used  locally  for  railroad 
or  road  repair. 

Some  minor  past  production  may  have  occurred 
from  the  Whitmore  Mine  Prospect.  Approximately 
1 1 ,500  acres  of  post-FLPMA  mining  claims  cover 


the  southwestern  and  portions  of  the  southeast- 
ern WSA.  There  are  two  pre-FLPMA  mining 
claims  located  in  the  north-central  area  and 
covering  41.3  acres,  (part  of  which  are  cherry- 
stemed  out  of  the  WSA). 

Locatable  Minerals 

The  area  in  the  core  of  the  Mormon  Mountains 
approximating  the  Resource  Development  alter- 
native and  nearby  surrounding  areas  was  eval- 
uated by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  and  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  (U.S.G.S.,  1988).  This  study 
found  that  the  Mormon  Mountains  WSA  con- 
tains no  identified  resources.  Occurrences  of 
commercial  grade  limestone  of  undetermined 
extent  are  present.  Geochemical  studies  pro- 
duced some  samples  containing  anomalous 
amounts  of  copper,  lead,  zinc,  silver,  gold,  arsenic 
and  antimony.  Thorium,  uranium  and  thallium 
were  found  sporadically  in  anomalous,  but  low 
amounts.  The  presence  of  favorable  geologic 
environments  and  evidence  of  resource  forma- 
tion of  metallic  minerals  was  demonstrated,  but 
the  extent  of  the  processes  is  unknown.  Copper 
occurs  but  in  unknown  quantities  at  the 
Whitmore  prospect  in  the  south  of  the 
Mormon  Mountains  (Group-1  commodity  in 
Class-2-3  areas).  The  Whitmore  Mine  vicinity 
also  contains  minor  gold  and  silver  (Group-2 
commodity  in  Class-3  areas),  barite  (Group-4 
commodity  in  Class-3  area),  zinc  (Group-1 
commodity  in  Class-3  area)  and  an  anomalous 
tungsten  sample.  Away  from  the  area  studied  in 
the  U.S.G.S.  Bulletin,  metallic  resources  may  be 
inferred  to  occur  in  the  western  and  northern 
flanks  of  the  range  and  south  of  the  Whitmore 
prospect  (Group  1-3  commodities  in  Class  3 
area).  The  known  data  for  the  following  areas 
are  unqualified  for  use  in  classification  of  poten- 
tial: Thorium  in  the  Precambrian  igneous- 
metamorphic  complex  along  lower  west  flank 
and  an  area  west  and  near  the  Whitmore  Pros- 
pect (Group-1  commodity  in  Class-4  area);  ura- 
nium within  the  WSA  (Group  1  and  3  commodity 
in  Class-4  area);  gypsum  in  Permian  redbeds 
near  the  southwestern  WSA  boundary  and  near 
Carp  in  the  northernmost  portion  (Group-4  com- 
modity in  Class-4  area);  and  other  locatable 
minerals  in  the  igneous-metamorphic  complex 
or  within  existing  or  abandoned  mining  claims 
(Group-1  to  4  commodities  in  Class-4  area). 

Leasable  Minerals 

There  has  been  no  hydrocarbon  production 
from  this  WSA  and  no  exploratory  drilling.  There 
was  some  seismic  exploration  in  the  southwest. 
The  entire  WSA  is  leased  post-FLPMA. 
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Oil  and  gas  resources  possibly  occur  in  this 
WSA.  The  area  was  classified  by  the  U.S.  Geo- 
logical Survey  as  having  potential  for  specula- 
tive oil  and  gas  resources,  but  there  is  a  lack  of 
qualified  data  for  use  in  classification  of  poten- 
tial (Group-1  commodity  in  Class-4  area).  Geo- 
thermal  resources  probably  do  not  occur  in  this 
WSA,  although  there  are  no  data  to  verify  this 
(Group-1  commodity,  Class-4  area).  The  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  has  not  classified  the  area  as 
prospectively  valuable  for  geothermal  or  other 
leasable  mineral  resources. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  abundance 
within  alluvial  fan  areas,  but  with  minor  market 
demand  (Group-4  commodity,  Class-2  area). 
Other  common  variety  minerals  may  exist  in 
unknown  quantities  in  bedrock  areas  (Group-4 
commodity,  Class-3  areas). 

Livestock  Management 

Portions  of  seven  allotments  overlap  the  WSA. 
Table  3-1  contains  the  acreage  and  pro-rated 
AUMs  derived  from  the  WSA. 

Portions  of  two  allotments  (White  Rock  and 
Gourd  Spring)  have  been  identified  through 
CRMP  as  needing  an  Allotment  Management 
Plan  (AMP).  The  Mormon  Peak  Allotment  was 
identified  in  the  Caliente  MFP  for  development 
of  an  AMP  in  conjunction  with  a  Habitat  Man- 
agement Plan  to  alleviate  conflicts  between  big- 
horn sheep  and  cattle.  Existing  developments 
consist  of  four  spring  developments,  four  water 
troughs,  one  corral,  and  approximately  five  miles 
of  pipelines.  Two  one-half-mile  gap  fences 
separate  Gourd  Spring  Allotment  from  Mormon 
Peak  and  White  Rock  Allotments,  and  White 
Rock  and  Henrie  Allotments.  There  is  also  a 
small  exclosure  in  White  Rock  Allotment. 

Wildlife 

Wildlife  includes  mule  deer,  bighorn  sheep,  quail, 
golden  eagles,  prairie  falcons  and  other  raptors 
(protected  by  the  State).  The  desert  tortoise 
(State-listed  as  "rare"  in  Nevada)  is  present.  The 
northern  spotted  bat  (classified  as  "endangered" 
by  the  State)  has  been  known  to  occur  in  the 
Mormon  Mountains. 

Wild  Horses 

The  area  contains  approximately  twenty-seven 
wild  horses  and  was  identified,  through  the 
Caliente  MFP,  as  needing  an  intensive  herd 
management  plan. 


Lands 

The  Air  Force  in  the  past  identified  a  plan  to 
install  a  portable  electronic  station  on  Mormon 
Peak  at  36°  58"  30",  1 1 4°  30'  1 1  'W.  Alternative 
sites  out  of  the  WSA  were  subsequently  located 
to  accommodate  this  system. 

Water  Resources 

There  are  two  perennial  and  six  intermittent 
springs  in  this  WSA.  Water  quality  is  unknown. 
Wilderness  designation  would  not  preclude  ad- 
ministrative action  to  maintain  or  restore  potability 
of  waters,  nor  would  it  prevent  projects  for  this 
reason  if  they  should  prove  to  be  necessary  and 
if  they  are  compatibly  designed. 

Air  Quality 

The  Meadow  Valley  Range  WSA  has  a  Class  II 
rating  as  defined  by  the  Clean-air  Act  of  1977. 
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DELAMAR  MOUNTAINS  WSA  (NV-050-0177) 


General  Characteristics 

The  Delamar  Mountains  WSA  is  located  about 
seventy-five  miles  northeast  of  Las  Vegas,  Nevada 
and  contains  the  southern  extension  of  the 
Delamar  Mountains.  The  WSA  is  elongated, 
measuring  approximately  three  to  sixteen  miles 
east  to  west  and  twenty-three  miles  north  to 
south.  Elevation  ranges  from  2,600  to  6,600  feet. 

The  study  area's  diverse  landscape  offers  a 
variety  of  landforms.  The  core  contains  a  broad 
rolling  mesa-like  plateau  dissected  by  several 
ridges  and  canyons.  West  of  this  plateau  is  an 
abrupt  escarpment  which  falls  2000  feet  or  more 
in  a  series  of  cliffs,  steep  slopes,  and  short, 
highly  inclined  canyons  to  gently  sloping  baja- 
das.  The  southern  end  contains  several 
spectacular  canyons  originating  from  the  cen- 
tral core.  The  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA  con- 
tains rugged  butte-shaped  mountains  rising 
above  the  mesa  area  in  a  series  of  ridges  and 
small  canyons.  The  northwestern  side  is  bounded 
by  another  series  of  bluffs,  steep  slopes,  high 
cliffs  and  isolated  canyons. 

Vegetation  is  diverse.  Desert  shrub  is  the  most 
extensive  vegetation  type  and  is  dominated  by 
blackbrush.  The  northern  end  of  the  WSA  is 
covered  with  a  big  sagebrush  community.  Pinyon- 
juniper  stands  cover  the  north-central  part. 
Annual  grassland  and  the  salt  desert  shrub 
community  vegetate  the  remainder  of  the  unit. 
Joshua  trees,  yuccas  and  agaves  punctuate  the 
landscape. 

Land  Status 

There  are  no  private  lands  within  or  adjacent  to 
this  WSA.  It  is  bordered  by  a  powerline  right-of- 
way  on  the  northwest,  the  Highway  93  right-of- 
way  on  the  west  and  the  Kane  Springs  County 
road  on  the  southeast.  Two  material  sites  indent 
the  WSA  boundary  from  the  Highway  93  right- 
of-way. 

Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness 

Approximately  sixty-five  to  seventy  percent  of 
the  WSA  is  unaffected  by  manmade  features. 
The  WSA  contains  ten  quail  guzzlers,  a  five  mile 
bladed  cherrystem  road  to  a  reservoir,  a  three- 
mile  cherrystem  road  to  Willow  Springs,  and 


several  ways.  These  ways  include  a  four  mile 
plus  way  across  the  northern  end,  a  two  mile 
way  extending  westerly  from  the  Pony  Well 
cherrystem  road  and  a  six  to  seven  mile  way 
which  extends  north  from  the  southeastern 
boundary.  Also  present  are  approximately  five 
and  one-half  miles  of  fence  in  Lower  Lake  East 
allotment,  approximately  one  and  one-half  miles 
of  fence  between  Buckhorn  and  Delamar  allot- 
ments, three  reservoirs,  one  tank,  one  water 
haul,  and  two  miles  of  fence  in  Delamar  allot- 
ment, two  developed  springs,  water  trough,  cor- 
ral and  two  and  one-half  miles  of  pipeline  in 
Grapevine  allotment. 

The  outer  perimeter  of  the  WSA  is  affected  by 
outside  sights  and  sounds.  Affecting  the  natu- 
ralness of  the  WSA  are  the  Pony  Well  cherrystem 
road  in  the  core  area,  the  western  boundary 
road  (Highway  93)  and  its  associated  powerline 
corridor  which  may  become  a  more  significant 
effect  with  future  development. 

Opportunities  for  Solitude  and 
Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Adequate  vegetative  screening  is  not  available 
anywhere  within  the  WSA.  Outstanding  topo- 
graphic screening  is  offered  for  a  portion  of  the 
WSA  by  several  deep  twisting  canyons  that  flow 
out  of  the  core  of  the  region.  Additional  outstand- 
ing topographic  screening  occurs  in  portions  of 
the  eastern  mountainous  region.  The  western 
ridges  and  the  canyons  on  the  lower  northwest 
and  north  provide  outstanding  screening.  The 
central  mesa  tops  and  the  bajadas  have  limited 
topographic  screening.  Secluded  spots  may  be 
found  in  Bomber  Wash  and  other  washes  and  in 
the  more  mountainous  regions  on  the  western 
and  eastern  sides  of  the  WSA. 


Because  of  the  vast  size  of  the  area  and  the 
expected  light  visitation,  the  lack  of  vegetation 
and  topographic  screening  on  the  mesa  tops  is 
offset  as  a  negative  factor  in  obtaining  solitude. 
Some  intrusion  upon  solitude  comes  from  the 
highway  along  the  western  side,  affecting  only 
the  adjacent  bajada. 

Non-motorized  recreational  activities  include  day 
hiking,  rock  climbing  and  scrambling,  backpack- 
ing, nature  study,  hunting,  photographic  oppor- 
tunities and  horseback  riding.  Opportunities  to 
observe  and  photograph  bighorn  sheep  exist. 
From  the  uplands,  vast  panoramas  of  the  Sheep 
Range  to  the  west  and  verdant  Pahranagat  Val- 
ley are  seen,  along  with  numerous  ranges  extend- 
ing westerly.  To  the  east,  the  Meadow  Valley 
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Range,  the  Mormon  Mountains  and  others  form 
another  panorama.  Factors  which  cause  a  range 
in  non-motorized  recreation  opportunities  from 
low  to  outstanding  are  a  lack  of  arboreal  vegeta- 
tion and  the  variability  in  topography  from  rela- 
tively flat  bajadas  to  very  incised  terrain. 

Special  Features 

The  following  supplemental  values  add  to  the 
wilderness  experience  within  this  WSA;  zoo- 
logical, geological,  botanical  and  cultural  features. 
Desert  tortoise  inhabit  the  bajadas  in  the  southern 
and  western  portions  of  the  area.  Praire  falcons 
and  golden  eagles  may  also  pass  through  the 
WSA  along  the  southern  boundary.  One  State- 
protected  plant  species,  Astragalus  nyensis 
Barneby  (Nye  milkvetch),  is  found  within  the 
WSA.  Butte-like  geologic  formations  and  mesas, 
occurring  only  within  this  WSA,  add  visual  diver- 
sity to  the  landform  features.  Extensive  faulting 
during  the  development  of  the  ancient  Kane 
Springs  Caldera  structure  is  of  interest  and  is 
being  studied.  More  than  a  dozen  prehistoric 
sites  have  been  recorded  within  the  WSA. 

Recreation 

There  are  no  developed  recreation  facilities  within 
or  adjacent  to  the  WSA.  Use  is  very  light,  usually 
by  individuals  or  family  groups.  Most  usage  is 
probably  by  hunters  and  trappers.  Motorized 
vehicle  use  is  present  for  short  distances  in 
washes  on  the  western  side,  up  Bomber  Wash 
and  other  washes  on  the  southern  bajada  and 
on  the  cherrystemmed  Willow  Spring  and  Pony 
Well  roads.  Some  ways  in  the  vicinity  of  Willow 
Spring  and  one  across  the  northern  tip  are  also 
used.  Overall  usage  is  light  and  estimated  to  be 
twenty-five  visitor-days  annually  for  primitive 
recreation  and  one  hundred  visitor-days  for 
motorized  recreation  use. 

Cultural  Resources 

Over  a  dozen  prehistoric  sites  have  been  re- 
corded within  this  WSA.  Site  types  representa- 
tive of  the  WSA  include  many  open  lithic  and 
ceramic  scatters,  rock-shelters,  rock  art  sites 
and  milling  sites.  In  addition,  the  Kane  Springs 
Wash  area,  located  immediately  adjacent  to  the 
study  unit  to  the  south  and  east,  represents  a 
highly  sensitive  complex  of  sites  in  the  form  of 
an  obsidian  quarry  source  with  related  open 
obsidian  lithic  workshop  sites  scattered  along 
Kane  Springs  Wash.  Also,  Delamar  Lake,  which 
is  located  immediately  adjacent  to  the  north- 
eastern corner  of  the  study  unit,  represents 
another  highly  sensitive  area  containing  camp 
sites  along  the  rim  of  the  playa,  rock  art  sites, 
and  lithic  scatters. 


Energy  and  Mineral  Resources 

The  following  list  and  description  of  energy  and 
mineral  resources  are  categorized  according  to 
method  of  acquisition  or  disposal  (i.e.,  locatable, 
leasable,  or  salable)  and  are  ordered  according 
to  the  classification  described  in  Appendix  Tables 
3-1  and  3-2. 

The  only  known  mineral  present  in  this  WSA  of 
potentially  sufficient  quality  and  quantity  to  be 
marketable  is  sand  and  gravel  located  on  the 
bajadas.  Sand  and  gravel  are  found  around  the 
edges  of  the  WSA  and  some  pits  are  used  along 
the  western  and  southwestern  sides  for  road 
repair.  There  are  no  mining  claims  in  the  WSA. 

Locatable  Minerals 

Silica  and  lime  resources  may  occur  in  the 
respective  quartzite  or  carbonate  rock  units  within 
the  western,  southern,  and  southeastern  flanks 
of  the  Delamar  Mountains  (Group-4  commodity 
in  Class-3  areas).  Perlite  possibly  occurs  within 
the  volcanic  rock  units,  but  no  data  exist  to  verify 
this  (Group-4  commodity  in  Class-4  area).  Ura- 
nium and  other  minerals  possibly  occur  in  this 
WSA,  but  the  known  data  are  unqualified  for  use 
in  classification  of  potential  (Group-1  or  3  com- 
modity in  Class-4  area). 

Leasable  Minerals 

There  has  been  no  hydrocarbon  production 
from  this  WSA  and  no  exploratory  drilling.  No 
known  seismic  work  has  been  accomplished. 
The  entire  WSA  is  under  post-FLPMA  leases. 

Oil  and  gas  resources  possibly  occur  in  this 
WSA.  The  area  was  classified  by  the  U.S.  Geo- 
logical Survey  as  having  potential  for  specula- 
tive oil  and  gas  resources,  but  there  are  a  lack  of 
qualified  available  data  for  use  in  classification 
of  potential  (Group-1  commodity  in  Class-4  area). 
Phosphate  rock  resources  possibly  exist  in  un- 
known quantities  within  the  Chainman  Shale  in 
the  south  center  of  the  WSA,  but  there  is  a  lack 
of  qualified  data  for  use  in  classification  of 
potential  (Group-3  commodity  in  Class-4  area). 
Geothermal  resources  probably  do  not  occur  in 
this  WSA,  although  there  are  no  data  to  verify 
this  (Group-1  commodity  in  Class-4  area).  The 
U.S.  Geological  Survey  has  not  classified  the 
area  as  prospectively  valuable  for  geothermal  or 
other  leasable  mineral  resources. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  substantial 
quantities  within  material  site  rights-of-way,  within 
areas  identified  for  issuance  of  free  use  permits 
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and  in  similar  areas  along  the  southwestern  and 
southeastern  transportation  corridors  bounding 
the  WSA  (Group-4  commodities  in  Class-1  areas). 
Other  sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  signifi- 
cant quantities  within  the  remaining  alluvial  fan 
areas,  but  without  a  significant  market  demand 
(Group-4  commodities  in  Class-2  areas).  Other 
common  variety  minerals  may  exist  in  unknown 
quantities  in  bedrock  areas  (Group-4  commodi- 
ties in  Class-3  areas). 

Livestock  Management 

Portions  of  four  allotments  overlap  the  WSA. 
Table  3-1  contains  the  acreage  and  pro-rated 
AUMs  derived  from  the  WSA.  Grapevine  is  cur- 
rently managed  under  a  three  pasture  rotational 
grazing  system  and  Buckhorn  and  Lower  Lake 
allotments  were  identified  through  CRMP  as 
needing  an  intensive  management  system. 
Delamar  Allotment  has  an  existing  Allotment 
Management  Plan  (AMP).  Development  and  im- 
plementation of  this  AMP  and  present  stocking 
levels  are  Bureau  obligations  gained  through  a 
negotiated  court  settlement  and  dismissal  of  a 
grazing  appeal  filed  and  ordered  August  16, 
1979  (Nevada  5-75-3).  This  court  settlement 
detailed  numbers  of  AUMs,  development  and 
implementation  of  an  AMP,  an  interim  grazing 
system,  certain  necessary  projects  to  be  included 
in  the  AMP  and  a  time  frame  for  completion  of 
each  of  these  steps.  In  accordance  with  these 
requirements,  an  AMP  was  completed  and 
accepted  by  both  parties  on  February  5,  1981. 
One  improvement  identified  in  the  AMP  was  a 
permanent  water  source  in  Bomber  Wash  (iden- 
tified as  a  well  which,  when  drilled,  was  not 
producible).  Without  a  water  source  in  this  area, 
this  pasture  will  be  unusable  thus  precluding  full 
implementation  of  the  AMP. 


Wildlife 

A  small  population  of  mule  deer  are  present  and 
occasional  bighorn  sheep.  Golden  eagles,  prairie 
falcons,  and  other  raptors  (protected  by  the 
State)  may  pass  through  or  exist  in  the  area. 
Quail  are  present  in  huntable  numbers.  Desert 
tortoise,  state-listed  as  "rare"  in  Nevada,  are 
present  on  the  southern  and  western  fringes. 
Table  3-2  shows  significant  wildlife  habitat  by 
WSA. 

There  is  a  Management  Framework  Plan  deci- 
sion calling  for  a  bighorn  sheep  reintroduction 
in  the  Delamar  Mountains. 

Lands 

A  planning  utility  corridor  borders  the  west  side 
of  the  WSA.  This  corridor  contains  one  69kV  line 
and  an  approved  500kV  line  for  the  Intermoun- 
tain  Power  Project.  In  addition,  the  White  Pine 
Power  Project  proposes  one  or  two  500kV  lines 
which  would  run  in  this  corridor,  if  space  is 
available,  or,  alternatively,  through  Kane  Springs 
Valley  on  the  WSA's  eastern  side. 

Water  Resources 

There  is  one  perennial  spring  in  this  WSA  and  its 
water  quality  is  unknown.  Wilderness  designa- 
tion would  not  preclude  administrative  action  to 
maintain  or  restore  potability  of  waters,  nor 
would  it  prevent  projects  for  this  reason  if  they 
are  necessary  and  are  compatibly  designed. 

Air  Quality 

The  Delamar  Mountains  WSA  has  a  Class  II  rat- 
ing as  defined  by  the  Clean  Air  Act  of  1977. 


Existing  projects  are  approximately  five  and 
one-half  miles  of  fence  in  Lower  Lake  East 
Allotment,  approximately  one  and  one-half  miles 
offence  between  Buckhorn  and  Delamar  Allot- 
ments, three  reservoirs,  one  tank,  one  water 
haul,  and  two  miles  of  fence  in  Delamar  Allot- 
ment, two  developed  springs,  water  trough,  cor- 
ral and  two  and  one-half  miles  of  pipeline  in 
Grapevine  Allotment. 
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Environmental  Consequences 


CHAPTER  4 
ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 

SOUTH  PAHROC  RANGE  WSA  (NV-050-0132) 


Proposed  Action 

(Partial  Wilderness  Alternative) 

Suitable:  28,395  acres  Nonsuitable:  205  acres 

The  Proposed  Action  recommends  all  of  the 
WSA  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  ex- 
cept for  205  acres  encumbered  by  mining  claims 
for  perlite  on  the  extreme  northeastern  side  of 
the  unit. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion): 

Nowhere  in  the  WSA  is  the  hand  of  man  evident 
except  for  aboriginal  material.  A  slight  positive 
effect  on  naturalness  would  occur  from  preclu- 
sion of  ORVs  on  the  fan  slopes  and  the  conse- 
quent prevention  of  new  way  development.  Sim- 
ilarly, no  surface  disturbance  would  occur  on 
the  east-central  side  of  the  WSA  in  conjunction 
with  mining  exploration  for  perlite. 

Wilderness  designation  would  withdraw  the  area 
from  mineral  entry  and  preclude  casual  explora- 
tion activities  which  inevitably  occur  over  time 
and  which  generally  impair  naturalness  in  their 
vicinity. 

There  are  no  cherrystem  roads  and  closing  and 
rehabilitating  a  1 .1  mile  way  which  extends  from 
the  northern  boundary  would  improve  natural- 
ness. In  the  immediate  vicinity  of  boundary  roads, 
motorized  recreational  use  would  occur  on  an 
occasional  basis  and  would  slightly  reduce 
naturalness  by  introducing  noise  and  mechani- 
cal conveyances.  This  would  affect  naturalness 
and  solitude. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

On  the  205  acre  area  recommended  as  nonsuit- 
able, perlite  mining  would  result  in  construction 
of  one-third  mile  of  road  and  disturbance  of 
twenty  to  thirty  acres  of  surface,  destroying 
naturalness  thereon.  Because  of  the  visibility  of 
the  disturbed  areas  from  adjacent  sections, 
naturalness  would  be  affected  in  varying  degrees 
ranging  from  total  loss  in  nearby  areas,  to  slight 
impairment  in  the  more  distant  ones.  This  would 
affect  another  one  hundred  acres  or  so. 


Wilderness  designation  would  withdraw  the  area 
from  mineral  entry  and  preclude  casual  explora- 
tion activities  which  inevitably  occur  over  time 
and  which  generally  impair  naturalness  in  their 
vicinity. 

Solitude  (Suitable  Portion): 

Outstanding  solitude  would  persist  for  the  long 
term  and  would  be  unimpaired  except  when  the 
mine  portal  is  being  developed.  Due  to  the  type 
of  terrain,  even  this  would  be  a  minor,  short-term 
and  localized  effect. 

On  2,395  acres  of  alluvial  fans  scattered  around 
the  fringes  of  the  WSA,  solitude  is  marginal  due 
to  the  openness  and  lack  of  higher  vegetation. 
Consequently,  activities  in  the  surrounding  val- 
leys and  on  bounding  roads  would  adversely 
affect  solitude. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Solitude  would  be  impaired  intermittently  on  two 
hundred  acres  when  mining  operations  were 
underway.  Equipment  noise  and  dust,  trucks 
hauling  perlite  and  the  presence  of  workers 
would  affect  solitude  on  the  site  and  within  ear- 
shot or  view  of  the  operation. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Suitable  Portion): 

By  precluding  anticipated  exploration  for  perlite 
on  the  WSA's  east-central  side,  this  alternative 
would  preserve  the  abundant  and  outstanding 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  resources 
present  there.  Included  are  excellent  backpack- 
ing and  dayhiking  and  the  eastern  escarpment 
offers  challenging  mountain  climbing.  Rock 
scrambling  or  climbing  are  available  throughout 
this  area  as  well  as  photographic  opportunities. 


Primitive   and    Unconfined 
(Nonsuitable  Portion): 


Recreation 


Primitive  recreation  opportunities  would  be  sub- 
stantially impaired  on  two  hundred  acres  due  to 
the  disturbance  caused  by  mining. 
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Special  Features  (Suitable  Portion): 


Leasable  Minerals 


Supplemental  values  of  botanical,  zoological 
and  geological  interest  would  be  better  pre- 
served on  26,000  acres.  These  include  region- 
ally rare  white  fir  and  aspen,  possible  northern 
spotted  bats  and  rounded,  stacked  boulders. 

Special  Features  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Special  features  in  this  area  include  possible 
northern  spotted  bats  and  rounded  stacked 
boulders. 

Conclusion 

Designation  of  28,395  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  preserve  excellent  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude,  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined  recreation,  highly  scenic  geologic  fea- 
tures and  stands  of  regionally  rare  white  fir 
and  aspen  in  an  unusual  setting.  In  the  area 
not  designated,  long-term  physical  changes 
would  occur  on  twenty  to  thirty  acres  of  the 
WSA's  northeastern  side,  where  mining 
would  develop  a  one-third  mile  road  and  a 
portal  and  staging  area  for  an  underground 
mine.  Naturalness  would  be  affected  on 
these  acres  and  on  the  surrounding  one 
hundred  acres  of  viewshed.  Solitude  would 
be  affected  on  two  hundred  acres  in  the 
vicinity  while  mine  development  was  oc- 
curring and  occasionally  during  its  opera- 
tions. Primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
opportunities  would  be  impaired  in  this  area 
due  to  access  restrictions  and  to  surface 
disturbance. 


Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  28,395  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
entry  under  the  mining  laws.  Development  of  1 80 
acres  of  perlite  deposits  to  the  south  of  the 
existing  mine  would  be  foregone.  These  acres 
represent  the  surface  manifestation  of  deposits 
which  are  probably  more  extensive  laterally  under- 
ground. This  would  constitute  no  impact  (Group- 
4,  Class-3)(Fig.  4-1).  No  exploration  or  develop- 
ment would  occur  except  on  claims  having  valid 
discoveries  at  the  time  of  designation.  The  practi- 
cal effect  of  this  on  perlite  availability  is  nil,  as  the 
market  for  perlite  is  limited  and  the  supply  large. 
Development  of  perlite  on  the  claimed  area  to  the 
northeast  would  be  unimpeded  (Group-4,  Class-2). 


All  lands  within  the  28,395  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation  would  be 
withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  leasing  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws  if  surface  occupancy  is 
required.  No  geothermal  potential  exists  and  the 
majority  of  the  area  is  unleased  for  oil  and  gas. 
The  U.S.  Geological  Survey  identifies  the  area 
as  having  speculative  hydrocarbon  potential. 
Due  to  a  lack  of  known  resources  or  convincing 
evidence  thereof,  no  desire  to  explore  is  antici- 
pated. Therefore,  designation  would  have  no 
impact  on  oil  and  gas  exploration  or  development. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  are  present  in  large 
quantities  regionally  and  on  the  fringes  of  the 
WSA  but  market  demand  is  low  and  no  permits 
would  be  issued  (Group-4,  Class-2). 

Conclusion 

Current  perlite  mining  adjacent  to  the  WSA 
is  a  marginally  economic  proposition  due  to 
market  factors.  This  alternative  would  permit 
similar  development  within  the  WSA  to  the 
north  of  the  existing  mine  and  preclude  a 
minor  perlite  development  opportunity  to  the 
south.  Interest  in  leasable  and  salable  mineral 
development  are  not  anticipated  due  to  lack 
of  known  resources  and/or  markets.  There- 
fore, no  impact  to  exploration  would  occur. 

Adverse  Impacts  Which 
Cannot  Be  Avoided 

The  unavoidable  adverse  impact  would  be  the 
loss  of  wilderness  values  due  to  mining  explora- 
tion and  development  on  the  area  recommended 
as  nonsuitable. 

Relationship  Between  Local  Short-term 
Uses  of  Man's  Environment  and  the 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of 
Long-term  Productivity 

On  the  28,395  acres  designated  as  wilderness, 
wilderness  values  would  be  totally  protected.  On 
the  205  acres  not  designated  as  wilderness, 
future  use  for  perlite  mining  would  ensue,  con- 
tinuing until  either  resource  exhaustion  or  eco- 
nomics caused  cessation.  Wilderness  values  on 
these  acres  would  be  substantially  impaired. 
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Figure  4-1    Threshold  Level  of  Significant  Impact 
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This  scale  is  based  on  data  available  at  the  time  of  Preliminary  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  completion,  is  not  predictive  and  is 
subject  to  revision  following  the  USGS/BM  evaluation  of  mineral  potential 
of  those  areas  not  having  presently  significant  data. 


Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Committments  of  Resources 

On  the  28,395  acres  designated  as  wilderness, 
an  irreversible  or  irretrievable  commitment  of 
development  opportunity  of  a  perlite  deposit 
would  occur.  On  the  205  acres  not  designated 
as  wilderness,  perlite  exploration  and  mining 
would  create  an  irreversible  or  irretrievable  com- 
mitment of  physical  wilderness  resources. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

Suitable:  28,600  acres,  Nonsuitable:  0  acres 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  recommends  all 
of  the  South  Pahroc  Range  WSA  as  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness 

Nowhere  in  the  WSA  is  the  hand  of  man  evident 
except  for  aboriginal  material.  A  slight  positive 
effect  on  naturalness  would  occur  from  preclu- 
sion of  ORVs  on  the  fan  slopes  and  the  conse- 
quent prevention  of  new  way  development.  Sim- 
ilarly, no  surface  disturbance  would  occur  on 
the  east-central  side  of  the  WSA  in  conjunction 
with  mining  exploration  for  perlite. 

However,  an  area  of  approximately  170  acres  of 
mining  claims  on  the  northeastern  side  of  the 
WSA  would  be  developed.  This  would  result  in 
construction  of  one-third  mile  of  road  and  dis- 
turbance of  twenty  to  thirty  acres  of  surface, 
destroying  naturalness  thereon.  Because  of  the 
visibility  of  the  disturbed  areas  from  adjacent 
sections,  naturalness  would  be  affected  in  vary- 
ing degrees  ranging  from  total  loss  in  nearby 
areas,  to  slight  impairment  in  the  more  distant 
ones.  This  would  affect  another  one  hundred 
acres  or  so. 

There  are  no  cherrystem  roads  and  closing  and 
rehabilitating  a  1 .1  mile  way  which  extends  from 
the  north  boundary  would  improve  naturalness. 
In  the  immediate  vicinity  of  boundary  roads, 
motorized  recreational  use  would  occur  on  an 
occasional  basis  and  would  slightly  reduce 
naturalness  by  introducing  noise  and  mechani- 
cal conveyances.  This  would  affect  naturalness 
and  solitude. 

Wilderness  designation  would  withdraw  the  area 
from  mineral  entry  and  preclude  casual  explora- 
tion activities  which  inevitably  occur  over  time 
and  which  generally  impair  naturalness  in  their 
vicinity. 


Solitude: 

Outstanding  solitude  would  persist  for  the  long 
term  and  would  be  unimpaired  except  when  the 
mine  portal  is  being  developed.  Due  to  the  type 
of  terrain,  even  this  would  be  a  minor,  short-term 
and  localized  effect. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation: 

By  precluding  anticipated  exploration  for  perlite 
on  the  WSA's  east-central  side,  this  alternative 
would  preserve  the  abundant  and  outstanding 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  resources 
present  at  this  location.  Included  are  excellent 
backpacking  and  dayhiking  and  the  eastern 
escarpment  offers  challenging  mountain  climb- 
ing. Rock  scrambling  or  climbing  are  available 
throughout  this  area  as  well  as  photographic 
opportunities.  These  recreation  opportunities 
would  be  substantially  impaired  on  two  hundred 
acres  due  to  the  disturbance  caused  by  mining. 

Special  Features: 

Supplemental  values  of  botanical,  zoological 
and  geological  interest  would  be  retained  on 
26,205  acres.  These  include  regionally  rare  white 
fir  and  aspen,  possible  northern  spotted  bats 
and  rounded,  stacked  boulders. 

Conclusion 

Designation  of  28,600  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  preserve  excellent  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude,  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation,  highly  scenic  geologic  features 
and  stands  of  regionally  rare  white  fir  and 
aspen  in  an  unusual  setting. 

Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  28,600  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
entry  under  the  mining  laws.  Development  of 
1 80  acres  of  perlite  deposits  located  on  the  nor- 
theastern side  of  the  WSA,  south  of  the  existing 
Paramount  Perlite  Mine,  would  not  take  place 
(Group-4,  Class-3).  These  deposits  represent 
the  surface  manifestation  of  deposits  which  are 
probably  more  extensive  laterally  underground. 
No  exploration  or  development  would  occur 
except  on  claims  having  valid  discoveries  at  the 
time  of  designation.  The  practical  effect  of  this 
on  perlite  availability  is  nil,  as  the  market  for  per- 
lite is  limited  and  the  supply  is  large.  Production 
of  perlite  would  occur  on  portions  of  170  acres 
of  claims  on  the  WSA's  northeastern  side. 
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Leasable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  28,600  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
leasing  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws  if  surface 
occupancy  is  required.  No  geothermal  potential 
exists  and  the  majority  of  the  area  is  unleased 
for  oil  and  gas.  The  U.S.  Geological  Survey  iden- 
tifies the  area  as  having  speculative  hydrocar- 
bon potential.  Due  to  a  lack  of  known  resources 
or  convincing  evidence  thereof,  no  desire  explore 
is  anticipated.  Therefore,  designation  would  have 
no  impact  on  oil  and  gas  exploration  or 
development. 

Salable  Minerals 


deterioration  of  naturalness  near  the  way.  Perlite 
mining  in  the  northeastern  corner  of  the  WSA 
would  cause  one-third  mile  of  road  and  twenty 
to  thirty  acres  of  disturbance.  To  the  south  of  the 
existing  perlite  mine,  the  WSA  would  sustain  fif- 
teen acres  of  disturbance  associated  with  perlite 
exploration.  Another  one  hundred  acres  would 
be  affected  within  the  viewshed.  ORV  use  of  min- 
ing exploration  access,  mostly  by  hunters,  would 
cause  localized  loss  of  naturalness.  Two  helic- 
opter installed  and  serviced  small  electronic 
sites  would  be  placed  by  the  Air  Force  on  the 
eastern  ridgeline,  causing  limited  localized  effects 
on  naturalness. 

Solitude: 


Sand  and  gravel  resources  are  present  in  large 
quantities  regionally  and  on  the  fringes  of  the 
WSA  but  market  demand  is  low  and  no  permits 
would  be  issued. 

Conclusion 

Current  perlite  mining  adjacent  to  the  WSA 
is  a  marginally  economic  proposition  due  to 
market  factors.  This  alternative  removes  a 
minor  perlite  development  opportunity  to  the 
south  of  the  existing  mine.  Claims  on  the 
WSA's  northeastern  side  would  probably 
prove  to  be  valid  and  development  would 
ensue  there.  Interest  in  leasable  and  salable 
mineral  development  are  not  anticipated  due 
to  lack  of  known  resources  and/or  markets. 
Therefore,  no  impact  to  exploration  would 
occur. 

No  Wilderness  Alternative 

Suitable:  0  acres,  Nonsuitable:  28,600  acres 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  recommends 
all  of  the  South  Pahroc  Range  WSA  as  non- 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness: 

Activities  occurring  in  the  area  would  be  rela- 
tively limited  as  a  consequence  of  its  topography 
and  physical  features,  and  due  to  a  lack  of  eco- 
nomic resource  enticements.  Most  of  these  activi- 
ties would  be  limited  to  the  edges  of  the  WSA. 

ORV  access  would  continue  on  a  1.1  mile  way 
which  extends  from  the  northern  boundary.  Other 
off-road  travel  on  adjacent  areas  may  ensue 
from  this  access  as  well.  This  would  result  in 


ORV  use  of  mining  exploration  access,  mostly  by 
hunters,  and  sporadic  vehicle  use  on  the  way  in 
the  northern  end  of  the  WSA,  would  cause 
occasional  localized  impairment  of  solitude  as 
would  installation  and  service  of  small  electronic 
facilities  by  helicopter.  Mine  portal  development 
would  result  in  temporary  loss  of  solitude.  Due  to 
the  type  of  terrain,  even  this  would  be  a  minor, 
short-term  and  localized  effect.  Outstanding  soli- 
tude would  persist  for  the  long  term  and  would 
be  unimpaired  with  the  preceding  exceptions. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 

Primitive  recreation  opportunities  consisting  of 
excellent  dayhiking  and  backpacking,  rock 
scrambling,  mountain  climbing,  and  photogra- 
phic opportunities  would  persist  throughout  most 
of  this  WSA.  Near  the  way  on  the  north,  the  mine 
which  would  develop  on  the  northeast,  and  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  mining  exploration  on  the  east- 
central  side,  primitive  recreation  would  be  ad- 
versely affected.  This  amounts  to  about  2.5  per- 
cent of  the  WSA,  most  of  which  is  confined  to  the 
lower  value  portions  of  it. 

Special  Features: 

Supplemental  values  of  zoological  and  geologi- 
cal interest  would  be  retained  on  most  of  the 
area.  Localized  losses  would  occur  on  a  few 
acres.  These  features  include  possible  northern 
spotted  bats  and  rounded  stacked  boulders. 

Conclusion 

Because  of  the  lack  of  economic  entice- 
ments and  the  area's  forbidding  plethora  of 
large  boulders,  most  wilderness  values  would 
remain  intact.  Ninety-eight  percent  of  the 
area  would  remain  undisturbed.  Around  the 
fringes,  mining,  casual  mining  exploration 
and  hunting  ORV  use  would  limitedly  reduce 
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wilderness  values.  Long-term  physical 
changes  would  occur  on  twenty  to  thirty 
acres  of  the  WSA's  northeastern  side,  where 
mining  would  develop  one-third  mile  of  road 
and  a  portal  and  staging  area  for  an  under- 
ground mine.  Naturalness  would  be  affected 
on  these  acres  and  on  the  surrounding  one 
hundred  acres  of  viewshed.  Solitude  would 
be  affected  on  these  acres  in  the  vicinity 
while  mine  development  was  occurring  and 
occasionally  during  its  operations.  Primitive 
recreation  opportunities  would  be  impaired 
in  this  area  due  to  access  restrictions  and  to 
surface  disturbance.  Similar  effects  would 
occur  from  mining  exploration  on  the  WSA's 
east-central  side  from  fifteen  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance  and  in  the  surrounding  one 
hundred  acres  of  the  viewshed. 

Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  28,600  acres  of  the  WSA 
would  remain  available  for  entry  under  the  min- 
ing laws.  Eventual  development  of  mining  claims 
on  the  northeastern  corner  of  the  WSA  would 
occur,  exploiting  perlite  deposits  there.  Potential 
perlite  deposits  on  the  WSA's  east-central  side 
would  be  defined  through  exploration  (Group-4, 
Class-3). 

Leasable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  28,600  acres  of  the  WSA 
would  remain  available  for  entry  under  the  min- 
eral leasing  laws.  No  geothermal  leasing  is 
anticipated.  Adjacent  lowlands  are  leased  for  oil 
and  gas  but  the  thick  igneous  section  present 
and  extremely  difficult  terrain  serve  to  dampen 
interest  and  it  is  unlikely  that  exploration  or 
development  would  occur. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  are  present  in  large 
quantities  on  the  fringes  of  the  WSA  but  without 
market  demand  and  consequently,  no  permits 
are  likely  to  be  issued. 

Conclusion 

Perlite  mining  adjacent  to  the  WSA  is  a 
marginally  economic  proposition  due  to 
market  factors.  Similar  development  to  the 
north  would  occur  as  well  as  exploration  to 
the  south.  Leasable  and  salable  mineral 
exploration  or  development  would  not  occur 
due  to  lack  of  resource  and/or  markets. 
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CLOVER  MOUNTAINS  WSA  (NV-050-0139) 


Proposed  Action 

(Partial  Wilderness  Alternative) 

(Suitable:  84,165  acres,  Nonsuitable:  770  acres) 

The  Proposed  Action  recommends  nearly  all  of 
the  Clover  Mountains  WSA  as  suitable  for  wil- 
derness designation.  This  includes  the  majority 
of  the  Cottonwood  Creek  watershed.  An  area  of 
mining  claims  within  the  WSA  on  its  northwest- 
ern side  is  recommended  as  nonsuitable.  Along 
Meadow  Valley  Wash  where  developments  in- 
cluding a  railroad,  access  road  and  utility  lines 
are  established,  a  narrow  strip  has  been  recom- 
mended nonsuitable. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion): 

A  positive  effect  on  naturalness  would  accrue  in 
that  the  occasional  ORV  access  up  lower  Cotton- 
wood Creek  would  cease.  There  are  no  cherry- 
stem  roads  present.  Casual  mineral  exploration 
would  be  precluded,  preserving  naturalness  in 
an  area  which  is  unmarred  by  man  except  for 
cattle  damage  in  the  Cottonwood  Creek  complex, 
activity  and  equipment  next  to  the  Pennsylvania 
Mining  district  and  an  historic  homestead.  Out- 
standing naturalness  prevails  and  would  be 
retained  by  designation. 

Five  and  one-half  miles  of  fence  separating 
portions  of  the  Sheep  Flat  and  Cottonwood 
allotments  would  be  built,  disrupting  naturalness 
on  about  sixty-seven  acres  in  its  vicinity.  Two 
miles  of  existing  fences  would  be  maintained 
and  would  affect  naturalness  on  about  twenty 
acres  in  the  vicinity. 

The  popularity  of  this  area  would  result  in  prob- 
able overuse  in  the  particularly  attractive  por- 
tions like  Pine  Creek.  This  would  result  in  local- 
ized loss  of  naturalness  due  to  the  presence  of 
people  and  surface 
disturbance  in  areas  of  congregation. 

Wilderness  designation  would  withdraw  the  area 
from  mineral  entry  and  preclude  casual  explora- 
tion activities  which  inevitably  occur  over  time. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

There  are  approximately  six  hundred  acres  on 
the  hillside  above  Pine  Creek  external  to  the 
WSA's  northwestern  side.  Progression  of  activi- 
ties from  the  Pennsylvania  Mining  district  into 


this  area  would  affect  naturalness  in  upper  Pine 
Creek.  These  activities  would  also  disturb  approx- 
imately 30  of  the  710  acres  recommended  as 
nonsuitable.  Naturalness  would  be  impaired  in 
the  area  directly  affected  and  in  the  surrounding 
area  from  which  the  disturbance  can  be  seen. 
Along  Meadow  Valley  Wash,  two  sand  and  gravel 
pits  would  be  developed  disturbing  long-term 
naturalness  on  a  total  of  twenty  acres  of  the  sixty 
acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable.  Owing  to 
the  topographic  aspects  of  the  vicinity,  the  extent 
of  these  effects  would  be  limited. 

Solitude  (Suitable  Portion): 

Except  for  rare  instances,  the  outstanding  soli- 
tude would  be  unimpaired  due  to  the  WSA's 
large  size,  boundary  free  of  narrow  protrusions, 
high  and  varied  relief  topography,  and  thick, 
arboreal  vegetation.  Fence  construction  would 
cause  a  short-term  temporary  impairment  of  sol- 
itude in  the  vicinity.  The  popularity  of  this  area 
would  result  in  concentrated  use  in  the  particu- 
larly attractive  portions  such  as  Pine  Creek  and 
other  portions  of  the  Cottonwood  Creek  drain- 
age. During  high  visitation  seasons,  this  would 
impair  solitude  in  localized  areas.  Closing  the 
access  which  occurs  in  the  lower  end  of  Cot- 
tonwood Creek  would  result  in  improving  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  which  are  infrequently  inter- 
rupted there. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Activities  in  the  WSA's  northwest  associated 
with  mining,  in  addition  to  activities  external  to 
the  WSA,  would  cause  occasional  disruption  of 
solitude  but  the  effects  would  be  limited  areally 
and  temporally.  Operations  on  the  sand  and 
gravel  pits  would  cause  long-term  intermittent 
disruption  of  solitude  on  approximately  500  acres 
at  each  location. 

Special  Features  (Suitable  Portion): 

Botanical  values,  which  include  a  change  in 
vegetation  type  from  ponderosa  pine  at  the 
upper  end  of  the  Pine-Cottonwood  Creek  sys- 
tem to  cactus,  yucca  and  other  low  desert  shrubs, 
would  receive  an  extra  level  of  protection  for  the 
long  term  under  designation.  Similar  protection 
would  accrue  for  a  rare  stand  of  aspen  which 
grows  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA. 
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Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  opportuni- 
ties consisting  of  dayhiking,  backpacking  and 
photography  would  be  depreciated  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  mining  activity  on  the  northwestern  side. 
This  would  affect  approximately  500  acres. 

Conclusion 

Designation  of  84,165  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  preserve  outstanding  wil- 
derness values  of  naturalness,  solitude,  primi- 
tive recreation,  supplemental  botanical  values 
and  nearly  an  entire  flowing  stream  system 
in  a  protective  status.  An  opportunity  for  a 
primitive  hike  through  an  ecosystem  ranging 
from  ponderosa  pines  to  yuccas  and  cacti, 
would  be  included.  Some  loss  of  naturalness 
and  opportunities  for  solitude  would  occur 
in  areas  of  concentrated  use  in  limited 
sections  of  Pine  Creek. 

Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  84,165  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
entry  under  the  mining  laws.  The  770  acres 
recommended  as  nonsuitable  would  remain  avail- 
able for  entry  under  these  laws. 


Exploration  would  continue  on  mining  claims  in 
the  710  acres  on  the  WSA's  northwestern  side 
and  adjacent  to  the  Pennsylvania  Mining  district. 
Past  production  from  the  district  was  minor  and 
available  data  indicate  future  prospects  within 
the  WSA  to  be  marginal  as  well.  Development  on 
these  claims  is  not  anticipated  due  to  lack  of 
economic  promise.  Along  the  extreme  western 
side  of  the  WSA,  there  are  some  areas  consi- 
dered favorable  for  the  occurrence  of  silica  sand 
and  chemical  grade  limestone.  Because  of  dis- 
tance to  markets  and  large  deposits  much  nearer 
to  potential  markets,  development  of  these  de- 
posits is  considered  unlikely.  In  the  southwest  is 
an  area  of  potential  barite  which  is  not  known  to 
be  economic  and  for  which  no  development  is 
anticipated  due  to  better  prospects  elsewhere 
and  the  generally  low  value  of  barite.  In  the  area 
designated  as  wilderness,  no  exploration  or 
development  would  occur  except  on  claims  hav- 
ing valid  discoveries  at  the  time  of  designation. 

Leasable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  84,165  acres  recommended 


as  suitable  would  not  be  available  for  leasing 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws  if  surface  occu- 
pancy is  required.  The  770  acres  recommended 
as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation  would 
remain  available.  Exploration  or  development 
are  not  anticipated  in  the  area  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  due  to  the  volcanic  cover,  unknown 
presence  of  source  or  reservoir  rock,  high  costs 
associated  with  exploration  and  drilling,  the 
WSA's  location  outside  of  a  known  oil  and  gas 
province  and  the  better  potential  for  discovery  in 
more  favorable  areas. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  the  WSA  but 
without  substantial  demand  due  to  remoteness 
of  markets.  However,  in  that  portion  of  the  WSA 
adjacent  to  Meadow  Valley  Wash  recommended 
as  nonsuitable,  convenience  to  points  of  use  by 
the  railroad,  county  road  crews  and  local  resi- 
dents are  anticipated  to  result  in  the  develop- 
ment of  two  pits  aggregating  twenty  acres.  No 
permits  would  be  issued  in  the  area  designated 
as  wilderness. 

Conclusion 

Due  to  the  presence  of  a  nearby  mining  dis- 
trict, some  exploration  would  occur  in  the 
area  recommended  as  nonsuitable  adjacent 
to  the  district. 

Potential  barite  resources  exist  but  are  not 
anticipated  to  be  developed.  Oil  and  gas, 
and  geothermal  potential  are  not  thought  to 
be  high  enough  to  warrant  exploration.  Sand 
and  gravel  would  be  available  along  Meadow 
Valley  Wash  where  some  minor  market  poten- 
tial exists.  No  impact  to  the  development  of 
mineral  resources  would  occur  due  to  limited 
potential  and/or  markets. 

Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  84,1 65  acres 
of  the  WSA  to  motorized  recreation,  while  leav- 
ing 710  acres  on  the  northwestern  side  and  60 
acres  along  Meadow  Valley  Wash  open.  Cur- 
rently, because  of  the  lack  of  roads,  ways  and 
suitable  washes,  ORV  use  is  minimal.  Minor  min- 
ing exploration  road  construction  on  the  WSA's 
northwest  would  occasion  an  increase  in  ORV 
use  to  twenty-five  visitor-days  annually.  ORV 
use  adjacent  to  the  road  along  Meadow  Valley 
Wash  would  remain  near  the  current  level  of 
twenty-five  visitor-days  annually.  Approximately 
ten  visitor-days  of  motorized  recreation  use  an- 
nually would  be  eliminated  from  the  WSA  by 
stopping  the  minor  usage  along  the  WSA's 
southern  boundary  and  in  the  lower  end  of  Cotton- 
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wood  Canyon.  Cottonwood  Canyon  is  entered 
occasionally  by  digging  under  the  railroad's 
bridge  to  cross  the  tracks  and  driving  up  the 
wash  using  undamaged  portions  of  an  old  way 
in  combination  with  the  wash.  Entry  under  the 
tracks  is  frequently  unavailable  due  to  flood 
deposits.  Total  change  in  ORV  use  would  be  an 
increase  from  the  present  thirty-five  to  fifty 
visitor-days  annually. 

There  are  no  cherrystem  roads.  Four  miles  of 
wash  would  be  closed.  Other  than  as  mentioned, 
access  to  motorized  vehicles  is  extremely  limited 
and  public  lands  offering  similar  opportunities 
are  readily  available  throughout  the  region. 

Conclusion 


of  the  600  acres  are  encumbered  by  mining 
claims  The  710  acres  are  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation.  Approx- 
imately thirty  acres  of  surface  disturbance  is 
expected  due  to  exploration  activities.  This  could 
contribute  to  occasional  temporary  increases  in 
turbidity  and  sediment  load  in  Pine  Creek,  which 
is  tributary  to  Cottonwood  Creek,  during  heavy 
precipitation  events.  Since  the  Cottonwood  sys- 
tem already  has  heavy  sediment  loads  and  is 
prone  to  flash  flooding  it  is  doubtful  that  the  con- 
tribution from  these  disturbed  thirty  acres  would 
be  readily  identifiable.  Continued  grazing  by 
domestic  livestock  and  wild  horses  would  remain 
the  major  factor  affecting  the  area's  water  quality. 

Conclusion 


Motorized  recreational  use  of  approximately 
ten  visitor-days  annually  would  be  displaced 
from  the  WSA.  The  impact  of  shifting  this 
use  to  other  public  lands  would  negligible. 
The  current  use  of  twenty-five  visitor-days 
in  the  narrow  strip  of  the  WSA  adjacent  to 
the  Meadow  Valley  Wash  road  would  remain 
about  the  same,  while  an  additional  twenty- 
five  visitor-days  of  use  would  arise  as  a 
result  of  mining  road  construction.  Thus 
total  motorized  use  would  be  fifty  visitor- 
days  annually. 

Impacts  on  Production  of  Deer 

The  current  full  fire  suppression  policy  would 
remain  in  effect  unless  modified  in  subsequent 
fire  management  plans.  On  the  WSA's  south- 
eastern slopes,  pinyon-juniper  conversion  to 
browse  seeding  on  half  of  13,440  acres  would 
not  be  permitted.  Consequently,  an  opportunity 
to  increase  deer  numbers  in  the  area  by  ten  per- 
cent would  be  foregone. 

Conclusion 

Deer  numbers  may  not  be  increased  by  ten 
percent  through  vegetation  conversion  and 
seeding  with  non-local  species  for  browse. 

Impacts  on  Water  Quality 

Protection  from  surface  disturbance  from  min- 
eral exploration  would  occur  on  84,165  acres  of 
the  WSA.  This  acreage  comprises  the  entire  Cot- 
tonwood Creek  watershed  with  the  exception  of 
two  areas  aggregating  approximately  1 ,31 0  acres 
on  the  WSA's  northwestern  side  and  3,330  acres 
in  the  Fife  Spring  vicinity  on  the  WSA's  north- 
eastern side.  On  the  northwestern  side,  there  are 
600  acres  external  to  the  WSA  and  710  acres 
within  its  boundary.  The  710  acres  and  a  portion 


Except  for  4,640  acres,  all  of  the  Cotton- 
wood Creek  watershed  would  be  included 
in  designated  wilderness.  Activities  on  710 
acres  of  mining  claims  within  the  WSA  are 
expected  to  result  in  thirty  acres  of  surface 
disturbance.  The  resulting  increased  sedi- 
ment mobilization  would  not  be  detectable 
in  view  of  the  already  high  sediment  load  in 
this  stream  system  during  high  precipitation 
events.  Aside  from  flooding,  the  major  effect 
on  the  water  quality  parameters  of  turbidity, 
BOD,  nutrients  and  probably  fecal  coliforms 
would  continue  to  be  grazing  by  domestic 
livestock  and  wild  horses. 

Adverse  Impacts  Which 
Cannot  Be  Avoided 

The  unavoidable  adverse  impact  would  be  the 
loss  of  wilderness  values  on  fifty  acres  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  due  to  mining  explora- 
tion and  sand  and  gravel  operations. 

Relationship  Between  Local  Short-term 
Uses  of  Man's  Environment  and  the 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of 
Long-term  Productivity 

On  the  84,165  acres  designated  as  wilderness, 
wilderness  values  would  be  totally  protected.  On 
portions  of  770  acres  not  designated,  all  present 
uses  would  continue.  Mining  exploration,  min- 
ing claim  assessment  work  and  sand  and  gravel 
pit  operation  would  destroy  wilderness  values. 
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Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

On  the  84,165  acres  designated  as  wilderness, 
irreversible  and  irretrievable  commitments  of 
wilderness  values  are  not  expected.  On  the  770 
aces  not  designated,  mining  activities  and  sand 
and  gravel  operations  would  create  an  irreversi- 
ble and  irretrievable  commitment  of  physical 
wilderness  resources. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

(Suitable:  84,935  acres,  Nonsuitable:  0  acres) 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  recommends  the 
entire  Clover  Mountains  WSA  as  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation.  This  includes  all  but 
approximately  3,930  acres  of  the  Cottonwood 
Creek  watershed. 

Impact  on  Wilderness  Values 

With  this  alternative,  all  84,935  acres  of  the 
Clover  mountains  WSA  would  receive  special 
legislative  protection. 

Naturalness: 

There  are  no  cherrystem  roads  present  and  a 
positive  effect  on  naturalness  would  accrue  in 
that  the  occasional  naturalness  impairing  ORV 
access  up  lower  Cottonwood  Creek  would  cease. 
There  are  no  cherrystem  roads  present.  Casual 
mineral  exploration  would  be  precluded,  pre- 
serving naturalness  in  an  area  which  is  unmarred 
by  man  except  for  cattle  damage  in  the  Cotton- 
wood Creek  complex,  activity  and  equipment 
next  to  the  Pennsylvania  Mining  district  and  an 
historic  homestead.  Outstanding  naturalness  pre- 
vails and  would  retained  by  designation. 

Five  and  one-half  miles  of  fence  separating  por- 
tions of  the  Sheep  Flat  and  Cottonwood  allot- 
ments would  be  built,  disrupting  naturalness  on 
about  sixty-seven  acres  in  its  vicinity.  Another 
two  miles  of  existing  fences  would  be  main- 
tained and  would  affect  naturalness  on  about 
twenty  acres  in  their  vicinity. 

The  popularity  of  this  area  would  result  in  prob- 
able overuse  in  the  particularly  attractive  por- 
tions like  Pine  Creek.  This  would  result  in  local- 
ized loss  of  naturalness  due  to  the  presence  of 
people  and  surface  disturbance  in  areas  of 
congregation. 

Exploration  activities  in  the  Pennsylvania  Mining 
district  near  the  WSA,  would  also  extend  into  the 
area  adjacent  but  external  to  the  WSA.  This 


would  have  an  effect  on  naturalness  in  upper 
Pine  Creek  but  the  effects  would  be  limited 
areally  and  temporally.  This  alternative  also  in- 
cludes as  suitable,  71 0  acres  which  are  encum- 
bered with  mining  claims  and  which  may  suffer 
some  exploration  damage  prior  to  designation. 
Naturalness  would  be  affected  for  the  long  term 
but,  since  these  claims  are  not  expected  to  be 
valid,  damage  would  be  limited  to  approximately 
five  acres  and  would  be  rehabilitated  eventually. 
Wilderness  designation  would  withdraw  the  suit- 
able area  from  mineral  entry  and  preclude  cas- 
ual exploration  activities  which  inevitably  occur 
over  time.  This  would  preserve  naturalness  over 
the  long  term. 

Along  the  road  in  Meadow  Valley  Wash,  some 
naturalness  would  be  damaged  due  to  vehicles 
pulling  off  the  road  to  park.  This  impact  would  be 
very  limited. 

Solitude: 

Except  for  rare  instances,  the  outstanding  soli- 
tude would  be  unimpaired  due  to  the  WSA's 
large  size,  boundary  free  of  narrow  protrusions, 
high  and  varied  relief  topography,  and  thick,' 
arboreal  vegetation.  Fence  construction  would 
cause  a  short-term  temporary  impairment  of  sol- 
itude in  the  vicinity.  The  popularity  of  this  area 
would  result  in  concentrated  use  in  the  particu- 
larly attractive  portions  such  as  Pine  Creek  and 
other  portions  of  the  Cottonwood  Creek  drain- 
age. During  high  visitation  seasons,  this  would 
impair  solitude  in  localized  areas.  Closing  the 
access  which  occurs  in  the  lower  end  of  Cotton- 
wood Creek  would  result  in  improving  oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  which  are  infrequently  inter- 
rupted there. 

Activities  in  the  nearby  Pennsylvania  Mining  dis- 
trict would  cause  intermittent,  long-term  impair- 
ment of  solitude  in  the  far  northwest  of  the  WSA. 
As  the  mining  claims  on  the  WSA's  northwest- 
ern side  are  not  expected  to  be  valid,  designa- 
tion would  cause  a  cessation  of  activities  there 
and  solitude  would  remain  readily  available. 

The  popularity  of  this  area  would  result  in  prob- 
able overuse  in  the  particularly  attractive  por- 
tions such  as  Pine  Creek.  This  would  result  in  a 
lowering  of  opportunities  for  solitude  in  portions 
of  the  drainage  unless  visitation  limits  were 
imposed.  Even  with  limits,  solitude  would  be 
reduced. 
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Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation: 


Leasable  Minerals 


Outstanding  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
are  available  and  would  be  retained  in  a  protective 
status.  These  opportunities  include  excellent 
dayhiking  and  backpacking  for  extended  trips. 
Other  opportunities  include  excellent  photo- 
graphy, nature  study,  horseback  riding  and 
hunting  for  mule  deer.  Supplemental  values  of 
botanical  interest  are  also  available. 

Special  Features: 

Botanical  values,  which  include  a  change  in 
vegetation  type  from  ponderosa  pine  at  the 
upper  end  of  the  Pine-Cottonwood  Creek  sys- 
tem to  cactus,  yucca  and  other  low  desert  shrubs, 
would  receive  an  extra  level  of  protection  for  the 
long  term  under  designation.  Similar  protection 
would  accrue  for  a  rare  stand  of  aspen  which 
grows  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion 

Designation  of  84,935  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  preserve  outstanding 
wilderness  values  of  naturalness,  solitude, 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  oppor- 
tunities, supplemental  botanical  values  and 
nearly  an  entire  flowing  stream  system  in  a 
protective  status.  An  opportunity  for  a  primi- 
tive hike  through  an  ecosystem  ranging  from 
ponderosa  pines  to  yuccas  and  cacti,  would 
be  included.  Some  loss  of  naturalness  and 
opportunities  for  solitude  would  occur  in 
areas  of  concentrated  use  in  limited  sec- 
tions of  Pine  Creek. 

Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  84,935  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
entry  under  the  mining  laws.  Exploration  would 
cease  on  mining  claims  in  the  710  acres  on  the 
WSA's  northwest.  Development  on  these  claims 
is  not  anticipated  due  to  lack  of  economic  pro- 
mise. Along  the  extreme  western  edge  of  the 
WSA  are  areas  considered  favorable  for  silica 
sand  and  chemical  grade  limestone.  Because  of 
distance  to  markets  and  large  deposits  much 
nearer  to  potential  markets,  development  of  these 
deposits  is  not  anticipated.  In  the  southwest  is 
an  area  of  potential  barite  which  is  not  known  to 
be  economic  and  for  which  no  development  is 
anticipated  due  to  better  prospects  elsewhere 
and  the  generally  low  value  of  barite.  Within  the 
area  of  the  WSA,  no  exploration  or  development 
would  occur  except  on  claims  having  valid  dis- 
coveries at  the  time  of  designation. 


All  lands  within  the  84,935  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
leasing  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws  if  surface 
occupancy  is  required.  The  U.S.  Geological 
Survey  identifies  the  area  as  having  speculative 
hydrocarbon  potential.  Exploration  on  existing 
post-FLPMA  leases  is  not  anticipated  due  to  the 
thick  volcanic  cover,  unknown  presence  of 
source  or  reservoir  rock,  high  costs  associated 
with  exploration,  the  WSA's  location  outside  of  a 
known  oil  and  gas  province  and  the  better 
potential  for  discovery  in  more  favorable  areas. 
No  geothermal  potential  exists.  Due  to  a  lack  of 
known  resources  or  convincing  evidence  thereof, 
no  desire  to  explore  is  anticipated.  Therefore, 
designation  would  have  no  impact  on  oil  and 
gas  exploration  or  development. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  the  WSA  but 
without  substantial  demand  due  to  remoteness 
of  markets  (Group-4,  Class-2).  However,  in  por- 
tions of  the  WSA  adjacent  to  Meadow  Valley 
Wash,  convenience  to  points  of  use  by  the  rail- 
road, county  road  crews  and  local  residents 
creates  a  low-level  demand.  As  this  is  in  the 
area  recommended  as  suitable  in  this  alterna- 
tive, this  demand  would  have  to  be  met  from 
other  sources  which  are  abundant  within  the 
region.  No  permits  would  be  issued  in  the  WSA. 

Conclusion 

Due  to  the  presence  of  a  nearby  mining  dis- 
trict, some  exploration  would  occur  in  the 
area  recommended  as  suitable  adjacent  to 
the  district.  Past  production  from  the  district 
was  minor  and  available  data  indicate  future 
prospects  within  the  WSA  to  be  marginal  as 
well. 

Potential  barite  resources  exist  but  are  not 
anticipated  to  be  developed.  Oil  and  gas  and 
geothermal  potential  are  not  thought  to  be 
high  enough  to  warrant  exploration.  Sand 
and  gravel  would  be  unavailable  along  the 
Meadow  Valley  Wash  portion  of  the  WSA 
where  some  minor  market  potential  exists. 
No  impact  to  the  development  of  mineral 
resources  would  occur  due  to  limited  poten- 
tial and/or  markets. 
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Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  84,935  acres 
of  the  WSA  to  motorized  recreation.  Currently, 
because  of  the  lack  of  roads,  ways  and  suitable 
washes,  ORV  use  is  minimal.  ORV  use  adjacent 
to  the  road  along  Meadow  Valley  Wash  would 
be  reduced  from  the  current  level  of  twenty-five 
visitor-days  to  nearly  zero.  Approximately  ten 
visitor-days  of  motorized  recreation  use  annually 
would  be  eliminated  from  the  WSA  by  stopping 
the  minor  usage  along  the  southern  boundary 
and  in  the  lower  end  of  Cottonwood  Canyon. 
Cottonwood  Canyon  is  entered  occasionally  by 
digging  under  the  railroad's  bridge  to  cross  the 
tracks  and  driving  up  the  wash  using  undam- 
aged portions  of  an  old  way  in  combination  with 
the  wash.  Entry  under  the  tracks  is  frequently 
unavailable  due  to  flood  deposits.  Approximately 
thirty-five  visitor-days  of  motorized  recreation 
annually  would  be  eliminated  from  the  WSA. 

There  are  no  cherrystem  roads.  Four  miles  of 
wash  would  be  closed.  Other  than  as  mentioned, 
access  to  motorized  vehicles  is  extremely  limited 
and  public  lands  offering  similar  opportunities 
are  readily  available  throughout  the  region. 

Conclusion 

Motorized  recreational  use  of  approximately 
thirty-five  visitor-days  annually  would  be 
displaced  from  the  WSA.  The  impact  of  shift- 
ing this  use  to  other  public  lands  would  be 
negligible.  The  current  use  of  twenty-five 
visitor-days  in  the  narrow  strip  of  the  WSA 
adjacent  to  the  Meadow  Valley  Wash  road 
would  be  almost  entirely  eliminated.  Total 
motorized  use  would  be  zero. 

Impacts  on  Production  of  Deer 

The  current  full  fire  suppression  policy  would 
remain  in  effect  unless  modified  in  subsequent 
fire  management  plans.  On  the  WSA's  south- 
eastern slopes,  pinyon-juniper  conversion  to 
browse  seeding  on  half  of  13,440  acres  would 
not  be  permitted.  Consequently,  an  opportunity 
to  increase  deer  numbers  in  the  area  by  ten  per- 
cent would  be  foregone. 

Conclusion 

Deer  numbers  may  not  be  increased  by  ten 
percent  through  vegetation  conversion  and 
seeding  with  non-local  species  for  browse. 


Impacts  on  Water  Quality 

Protection  from  surface  disturbance  from  min- 
eral exploration  would  occur  on  84,935  acres  of 
the  WSA.  This  acreage  comprises  the  entire 
Cottonwood  Creek  watershed  with  the  exception 
600  acres  on  the  northwest  and  3,330  acres  on 
the  northeast.  Within  its  boundary  are  71 0  acres 
which  are  encumbered  by  mining  claims.  Explora- 
tion may  continue  on  these  claims  prior  to 
designation,  although  they  are  not  expected  to 
be  developed.  Approximately  five  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  would  be  expected  from  exploration 
activities.  This  could  contribute  to  occasional 
increases  in  turbidity  and  sediment  load  in  Cotton- 
wood Creek  during  heavy  precipitation  events. 
Since  the  Cottonwood  system  already  has  heavy 
sediment  loads  and  is  prone  to  flash  flooding  it  is 
doubtful  that  the  contribution  from  these  disturbed 
thirty  acres  would  be  readily  identifiable.  Con- 
tinued grazing  by  domestic  livestock  and  wild 
horses  would  remain  the  major  factor  affecting 
the  area's  water  quality. 

Conclusion 

Except  for  3,870  acres,  all  of  the  Cottonwood 
Creek  watershed  would  be  included  in  desig- 
nated wilderness.  Activities  on  710  acres  of 
mining  claims  within  the  WSA  are  expected 
to  result  in  five  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 
The  additional  sediment  mobilization  above 
that  which  currently  exists  would  not  be 
detectable  in  view  of  the  distance  to  the 
stream  and  the  already  high  sediment  load  it 
has  during  high  precipitation  events.  Aside 
from  flooding,  the  major  effect  on  the  water 
quality  parameters  of  turbidity,  BOD,  nut- 
rients and  probably  fecal  coliforms  would 
continue  to  be  grazing  by  domestic  livestock 
and  wild  horses. 

No  Wilderness  Alternative 

(Suitable:  0  acres,  Nonsuitable:  84,935  acres) 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  recommends 
84,935  acres  of  the  Clover  Mountains  WSA  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness: 

Except  for  an  area  of  mining  claims  on  the  WSA's 
northwest  and  an  area  of  former  mining  claims 
in  Horse  Pasture  and  Horse  Springs  canyons, 
there  is  little  economic  incentive  to  develop 
access  into  the  WSA.  Occasional  ORV  access 
from  the  mouth  of  Cottonwood  Creek,  approxi- 
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mately  four  miles  into  the  WSA  would  continue. 
Access  from  exploration  roads  constructed  in 
the  northwest  adjacent  to  the  Pennsylvania  Min- 
ing district  and  which  may  be  constructed  in  the 
Horse  Pasture/Horse  Springs  Area,  would  dis- 
turb naturalness  over  approximately  one  hundred 
acres.  Exploration  would  cause  approximately 
thirty  acres  of  surface  disturbance  on  the  north- 
western side  of  the  WSA  and  approximately  ten 
acres  of  surface  disturbance  in  the  Horse 
Pasture/Horse  Springs  area  of  the  south-central 
section  of  the  WSA.  Loss  of  naturalness  would 
ensue  in  the  immediate  areas  of  disturbance. 

Burning  for  wildlife  habitat  development  in  the 
WSA's  southeastern  area  would  alter  the  current 
"naturalness"  there  by  converting  6,720  acres  of 
pinyon-juniper  to  browse  species  which  would 
be  seeded  following  the  fire.  The  ensuing  patch- 
work of  open  areas,  islands  and  fingers  of  trees 
would  assume  the  landscape  character  which 
prevailed  prior  to  the  exclusion  of  fire. 

In  the  remainder  of  the  WSA,  outstanding  natural- 
ness would  be  conserved  with  some  exceptions. 
On  the  slope  adjacent  to  Meadow  Valley  Wash, 
terrain  would  preserve  naturalness  except  on 
the  lowermost  slopes  where  two  sand  and  gravel 
pits  totaling  twenty  acres  would  be  developed. 
Occasional  operations  on  these  would  disturb 
naturalness  over  the  long  term.  On  the  south- 
eastern and  eastern  side,  lack  of  incentive  to 
construct  access  would  result  in  retention  of 
most  of  the  area's  naturalness  over  the  long 
term  except  in  those  portions  bordering  roads  or 
ways.  In  those  areas,  some  decrease  in  natural- 
ness would  occur  due  to  activities  on  and 
adjacent  to  areas  of  vehicular  access. 

Solitude: 

Occasional  mining  related  activity  on  the  north- 
western and  south-central  regions  would  cause 
an  intermittent  long-term  effect  on  solitude.  ORV 
use  up  the  lower  end  of  Cottonwood  Creek  and 
on  mining  exploration  access  roads  would  cause 
intermittent  long-term  impairment  of  solitude. 

In  the  remainder  of  the  WSA,  outstanding  soli- 
tude would  be  conserved  with  some  exceptions. 
On  the  slope  adjacent  to  Meadow  Valley  Wash, 
terrain  would  preserve  these  values  except  on 
the  lowermost  slopes  where  occasional  opera- 
tions on  two  sand  and  gravel  pits  would  disturb 
naturalness  over  the  long  term.  On  the  southe- 
astern and  eastern  sides,  lack  of  incentive  to 
construct  access  would  result  in  retention  of 
most  of  the  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude 
over  the  long  term  except  in  those  portions 


bordering  roads  or  ways.  In  those  areas,  some 
decrease  in  solitude  would  occur  due  to  activities 
on  and  adjacent  to  areas  of  vehicular  access. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation: 

Except  for  those  areas  where  mining  exploration 
would  develop  access  and  in  the  lower  end  of 
Cottonwood  Creek,  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  opportunities  would  remain  of  a 
generally  high  value.  On  the  slope  adjacent  to 
Meadow  Valley  Wash,  terrain  would  preserve 
them  except  on  the  lowermost  slopes  where 
occasional  operations  on  two  sand  and  gravel 
pits  would  impact  opportunities  over  the  long 
term.  On  the  southeast  and  eastern  side,  lack  of 
incentive  to  construct  access  would  result  in 
retention  of  most  of  the  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  opportunities  over  the  long  term,  ex- 
cept in  those  portions  bordering  roads  or  ways. 
In  those  areas,  occasional  vehicle-related  recrea- 
tional activities  on  and  adjacent  to  areas  of 
access  would  depreciate  primitive  and  uncon- 
fined recreation. 

Special  Features: 

Botanical  values  include  a  change  in  vegetation 
type  from  ponderosa  pine  at  the  upper  end  of  the 
Pine-Cottonwood  Creek  system  to  cactus,  yucca 
and  other  low  desert  shrubs.  A  rare  stand  of 
aspen  grows  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA. 
The  lower  end  of  the  drainage  would  be  sus- 
ceptible to  damage  from  access  construction 
which  would  depreciate  enjoyment  of  these  fea- 
tures. The  aspen  stand  would  also  receive  less 
certain  protection  under  this  alternative. 

Conclusion 

Wilderness  values  would  remain  in  the  major- 
ity of  the  area  except  for  occasional  local- 
ized losses  of  naturalness  and  solitude  on 
approximately  5,700  acres.  Primitive  recrea- 
tion experiences  would  be  somewhat  les- 
sened due  to  occasional  ORV  encounters 
and  loss  of  naturalness  and  solitude. 

Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  84,935  acres  recommended 
as  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  for  entry 
under  the  mining  laws.  Exploration  would  con- 
tinue on  mining  claims  in  the  710  acres  on  the 
WSA's  northwestern  side.  Permanent  access 
would  be  developed  and  approximately  thirty 
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acres  would  be  disturbed.  Development  on  these 
claims  is  not  anticipated  due  to  lack  of  eco- 
nomic promise.  In  the  south-central  area  of  the 
WSA  in  Horse  Pasture  and  Horse  Springs 
Canyons,  are  abandoned  barite  claims.  In  the 
foreseeable  future,  temporary  access  would  be 
developed  and  exploration  activities  would  dis- 
turb approximately  ten  acres  here.  However, 
development  is  not  expected  due  to  better  pros- 
pects elsewhere  and  the  generally  low  value  of 
barite.  Along  the  WSA's  extreme  western  boun- 
dary are  some  areas  favorable  for  the  occur- 
rence of  silica  sand  and  chemical  grade  limes- 
tone. Development  of  these  resources  is  not 
expected  because  of  the  abundance  of  similar 
resources  available  much  nearer  to  markets. 
Casual  exploration  would  disturb  another  five 
acres  scattered  around  the  WSA's  southern, 
southeastern  and  northwestern  sides  where 
access  exists  from  bordering  roads  and  ways. 

Leasable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  84,935  acres  recommended 
as  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  to  leasing 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Exploration  and 
development  are  not  anticipated  due  to  the  thick 
volcanic  cover,  unknown  presence  of  source  or 
reservoir  rock,  high  costs  associated  with  explora- 
tion and  drilling,  the  WSA's  location  outside  of  a 
known  oil  and  gas  province  and  the  better 
potential  for  discovery  in  more  favorable  areas. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  the  WSA  but 
without  substantial  demand  due  to  remoteness 
of  markets.  However,  in  that  portion  of  the  WSA 
adjacent  to  Meadow  Valley  Wash,  convenience 
to  points  of  use  by  the  railroad,  county  road 
crews  and  local  residents  would  result  in  the 
development  of  two  pits  totaling  twenty  acres  in 
size. 

Conclusion 

Due  to  the  presence  of  a  nearby  mining  dis- 
trict, some  exploration  would  occur  in  the 
area  adjacent  to  the  district.  Past  production 
from  the  district  was  minor  and  available 
data  indicate  future  prospects  within  the 
WSA  are  marginal  as  well. 

Potential  barite  resources  exist  but  are  not 
known  to  be  economic.  Hydrocarbon  and 
geothermal  potential  are  not  thought  to  be 
high  enough  to  warrant  exploration.  Sand  and 
gravel  would  be  available  along  Meadow 
Valley  Wash  where  some  minor  market  poten- 


tial exists.  Mineral  resources  would  remain 
available  for  development,  but  are  not  thought 
to  be  substantial  due  to  limited  potential 
and/or  markets. 

Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

With  a  nonsuitable  recommendation,  84,935  acres 
of  this  WSA  would  remain  open  for  motorized 
recreation.  Currently,  because  of  the  lack  of 
roads,  ways  and  suitable  washes,  ORV  use  is 
minimal.  There  is  some  minor  usage  along  the 
WSA's  southern  boundary  which  would  con- 
tinue. The  lower  end  of  Cottonwood  Canyon  is 
entered  occasionally,  by  digging  out  under  the 
railroad's  bridge  to  cross  under  the  tracks  and 
drive  up  the  wash  using  undamaged  portions  of 
an  old  way  in  combination  with  the  wash.  Entry 
under  the  tracks  is  frequently  unavailable  due  to 
flood  deposits.  Two  to  three  miles  of  mining 
exploration  roads  would  be  opened.  Approxi- 
mately 35  visitor-days  of  motorized  recreation  use 
annually  would  be  continued  and  would  increase 
over  time  to  1 1 0  visitor-days.  There  are  no  cherry- 
stem  roads.  Five  and  one-half  miles  of  wash 
would  remain  open.  Other  access  to  motorized 
vehicles  is  extremely  limited,  and  public  lands 
offering  similar  opportunities  with  better  access 
are  readily  available  throughout  the  region. 

Conclusion 

Motorized  recreation  use  would  rise  slightly, 
due  both  to  regional  population  growth  and 
the  minor  increase  in  access  due  to  mining 
exploration  roads.  Primitive  recreation  use 
would  rise  for  the  same  reasons.  Annual 
motorized  recreational  use  would  reach  110 
visitor-days. 

Impacts  on  Production  of  Deer 

The  current  full  fire  suppression  policy  would 
remain  in  effect  unless  modified  in  subsequent 
fire  management  plans.  On  the  south-facing 
slopes  on  the  WSA's  southeastern  side,  the 
present  continuous  pinyon-juniper  stands  would 
be  modified  by  prescribed  burning.  Approximately 
6,720  acres  would  be  burned  within  an  area  of 
13,440  acres  to  produce  a  maximized  edge 
effect.  Browse  species  would  be  seeded  into  the 
burn.  As  a  result,  deer  habitat  productivity  would 
rise  and  deer  populations  would  increase  by  an 
estimated  ten  percent. 

Conclusion 

Deer  numbers  would  increase  an  estimated 
ten  percent. 
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Impacts  on  Water  Quality 

Within  the  WSA  boundary  on  the  northwestern 
side  are  71 0  acres  encumbered  by  mining  claims. 
Approximately  thirty  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
is  expected  on  this  area  due  to  exploration 
activities.  This  could  contribute  to  occasional 
temporary  increases  in  turbidity  and  sediment 
load  in  Cottonwood  Creek  during  heavy  precipita- 
tion events.  Since  this  system  already  has  a 
heavy  sediment  load  and  is  prone  to  flash  flooding, 
it  is  doubtful  that  the  contribution  from  these  thirty 
acres  would  be  readily  identifiable.  Similarly, 
exploration  activities  for  barite,  disturbing  ten 
acres  in  the  Horse  Pasture  and  Horse  Springs 
Canyons,  could  contribute  additional  sedimentto 
Cottonwood  Creek.  Continued  grazing  by  domes- 
tic livestock  and  wild  horses  would  remain  the 
major  factor  affecting  the  area's  water  quality. 

Conclusion 

This  alternative  would  permit  mining  explo- 
ration with  fewer  surface  disturbance  or 
other  operational  restrictions  and  fewer  rec- 
lamation requirements  than  would  be  the 
case  if  the  area  were  designated  as  wilder- 
ness. As  nonsuitable  for  wilderness,  mining 
plans  would  not  receive  the  close  scrutiny 
that  plans  in  WSAs  or  designated  wilder- 
ness would.  Less  concern  for  minimizing 
surface  disturbance  is  evidenced  and  rec- 
lamation to  natural  conditions  to  the  maxi- 
mum extent  possible  is  not  required.  These 
relaxed  requirements  could  allow  greater 
sediment  mobilization  and  a  slightly  en- 
hanced risk  of  toxic  materials  escape.  The 
major  effect  on  water  quality  would  continue 
to  be  grazing  by  domestic  livestock  and  wild 
horses. 

Resource  Development  Alternative 
(Suitable:  53,090  acres,  Nonsuitable:  31 ,845  acres) 

The  Resource  Development  alternative  recom- 
mends as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation 
lands  within  the  Cottonwood  Creek  watershed 
only.  Recommended  as  nonsuitable  are  all  lands 
tributary  to  drainages  other  than  the  Cotton- 
wood Creek  complex  and  any  lands  within  the 
complex  showing  any  evidence  of  mineral 
character. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion): 

A  positive  effect  on  naturalness  would  accrue  in 
that  occasional  ORV  access  up  lower  Cotton- 
wood Creek  would  cease.  There  are  no  cherry- 
stem  roads  present.  Casual  mineral  exploration 


would  be  precluded,  preserving  naturalness  in 
an  area  which  is  unmarred  by  man  except  for 
some  cattle  damage  in  the  Cottonwood  Creek 
complex,  activity  and  equipment  next  to  the 
Pennsylvania  Mining  district  and  an  historic 
homestead.  Outstanding  naturalness  would  be 
retained  on  53,090  acres.  Except  for  some  cattle 
damage  in  the  Cottonwood  Creek  complex, 
activity  and  equipment  next  to  the  Pennsylvania 
Mining  district  and  an  historic  homestead,  the 
WSA  is  free  of  evidence  of  man. 

Three  and  three-quarters  miles  of  fence  separat- 
ing portions  of  the  Sheep  Flat  and  Cottonwood 
allotments  would  be  built  in  the  area  recom- 
mended as  suitable  and  would  affect  naturalness 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  fence. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Exploration  activities  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Pen- 
nsylvania Mining  district  would  disturb  approx- 
imately thirty  acres  of  the  area  recommended  as 
nonsuitable.  There  is  an  area  in  Horse  Pasture 
and  Horse  Springs  Canyons  in  which  claims 
were  staked  for  barite  and  subsequently  aban- 
doned several  years  ago.  Exploration  activity 
and  road  construction  would  disturb  approxi- 
mately ten  acres  and  would  impair  naturalness 
on  approximately  one  hundred  acres  over  the 
long  term. 

In  this  alternative,  an  area  of  approximately  500 
acres  along  the  WSA's  northwestern  side,  lies 
within  the  watershed  of  Pine  Creek.  Pennsylva- 
nia Mining  district  activities  extending  into  this 
area  could  impair  naturalness  in  upper  Pine 
Creek. 

Along  the  WSA's  western  side,  two  sand  and 
gravel  pits  would  be  developed,  totaling  twenty 
acres.  Surface  disturbing  operations  on  these 
would  disturb  naturalness  over  the  long  term. 
However  this  region  is  separated  from  the  suitable 
area  by  a  ridgeline. 

On  the  southeastern  and  eastern  sides,  where 
most  of  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable 
lies,  lack  of  incentive  to  construct  access  would 
result  in  retention  of  most  of  the  outstanding 
naturalness  over  the  long  term  except  in  those 
portions  bordering  roads  or  ways.  In  those  areas, 
some  "fraying"  of  naturalness  would  occur  due 
to  activities  on  and  adjacent  to  these  areas  of 
vehicular  access. 
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Solitude  (Suitable  Portion): 

Outstanding  solitude  would  be  preserved.  Be- 
cause the  area  recommended  as  suitable  lies 
entirely  within  Cottonwood  Creek  Canyon,  soli- 
tude is  readily  achievable  in  the  central  and 
northern  portions,  aided  by  the  topography  and 
vegetation.  Fence  construction  separating  por- 
tions of  the  Sheep  Flat  and  Cottonwood  allot- 
ments would  have  a  short-term  impact  on  solitude 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  construction. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable): 

Intermittent  mining  related  activity  on  the  WSA's 
northwestern  side  would  cause  a  long-term  loss 
of  solitude  in  nearby  areas.  Operations  on  two 
sand  and  gravel  pits  on  the  WSA's  far  western 
side,  would  cause  occasional  impairment  of  soli- 
tude but  the  steep  ridge  between  the  activity  and 
the  remainder  of  the  WSA  would  mitigate  the 
effect.  Temporary  loss  of  solitude  would  occur  in 
the  lower  Cottonwood  drainage  from  occasional 
ORV  penetration.  On  the  southeastern  and  east- 
ern sides,  proximity  to  vehicle  access  would 
cause  occasional  long-term  impairment  of 
solitude. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Suitable  Portion): 

Primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  opportuni- 
ties include  excellent  dayhiking  and  backpack- 
ing for  extended  trips.  Other  opportunities  include 
excellent  photography,  nature  study,  horseback 
riding  and  hunting  for  mule  deer.  Designation 
would  preserve  these  opportunities. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Except  for  those  areas  where  mining  exploration 
would  develop  access  and  on  the  western  side 
of  the  WSA,  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
opportunities  would  remain  of  a  generally  high 
value.  On  the  western  slope  adjacentto  Meadow 
Valley  Wash,  terrain  would  preserve  them  except 
on  the  lowermost  slopes  where  occasional  opera- 
tions on  two  sand  and  gravel  pits  would  impact 
these  opportunities  over  the  long  term.  On  the 
southeastern  and  eastern  side,  lack  of  incentive 
to  construct  access  would  result  in  retention  of 
most  of  the  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
opportunities  over  the  long  term  except  in  those 
portions  bordering  roads  or  ways.  In  those  areas, 
occasional  vehicle-related  recreational  activities 
on  and  adjacent  to  areas  of  access  would  depre- 
ciate these  opportunities. 


Special  Features  (Suitable  Portion): 

Botanical  values,  including  a  change  in  vegeta- 
tion type  from  ponderosa  pine  at  the  upper  end 
of  the  Pine-Cottonwood  Creek  system  to  cactus, 
yucca  and  other  low  desert  shrubs,  would  receive 
more  certain  protection  with  this  alternative. 

Special  Features  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

A  rare  stand  of  aspen  grows  in  the  eastern  por- 
tion of  the  WSA  and  would  not  receive  the  pro- 
tection conveyed  by  wilderness  designation. 

Conclusion 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  53,090 
acres  of  outstanding  wilderness  values  of 
solitude,  naturalness  and  primitive  recreation 
and  a  large  portion  of  a  flowing  stream  system 
would  be  retained  in  a  protective  status.  An 
ecosystem  extending  from  ponderosa  pines 
to  yuccas  and  cacti,  would  be  included. 
Supplemental  botanical  values  would  also 
be  preserved.  Due  to  the  presence  of  lands 
not  designated  as  wilderness  within  the 
Cottonwood  Creek  complex,  intrusions  and 
occasional  impairment  of  solitudecould  occur 
in  portions  of  the  designated  area.  In  the 
area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  outstand- 
ing wilderness  values  of  naturalness  and 
solitude  would  be  preserved  except  where 
mining  exploration,  sand  and  gravel  removal 
and  ORV  use  would  impair  them  on  3,200 
acres. 

Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  53,090  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
entry  under  the  mining  laws.  The  31,845  acres 
recommended  as  nonsuitable  would  remain 
available  for  entry  under  these  laws. 

Exploration  would  continue  on  mining  claims  on 
the  71 0  acres  on  the  WSA's  northwestern  side  in 
the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable.  Develop- 
ment on  these  claims  is  not  anticipated  due  to 
lack  of  economic  promise.  Horse  Pasture  and 
Horse  Springs  Canyons  are  in  the  area  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  and  contain  abandoned 
barite  claims.  In  the  foreseeable  future,  explora- 
tion activities  would  disturb  approximately  ten 
acres  and  result  in  road  construction.  Develop- 
ment is  not  expected,  however.  Along  the  extreme 
western  boundary  of  the  WSA  are  areas  that  are 
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favorable  for  silica  sand  and  chemical  grade 
limestone.  Development  of  these  resources  is 
not  anticipated  because  of  abundant  deposits 
located  much  closer  to  markets.  Casual  explora- 
tion would  test  areas  scattered  around  the  WSA's 
southern,  southeastern  and  northwestern  sides 
where  access  exists  from  bordering  roads  or 
ways.  Exploration  would  cease  within  the  area 
designated  as  wilderness  unless  a  valid  discovery 
existed  at  the  time  of  designation. 

Leasable  Minerals 

Lands  within  the  53,090  acres  recommended  as 
suitable  would  not  be  available  for  leasing  under 
the  mineral  leasing  laws  where  surface  occu- 
pancy is  required.  The  31,845  acres  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  under 
the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Exploration  or  develop- 
ment are  not  anticipated  in  the  area  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  due  to  the  volcanic 
cover,  unknown  presence  of  source  or  reservoir 
rock,  high  costs  associated  with  exploration  and 
drilling,  the  WSA's  location  outside  of  a  known 
oil  and  gas  province  and  the  better  potential  for 
discovery  in  more  favorable  areas. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  the  WSA  but 
without  substantial  market  demand  due  to  remote- 
ness of  markets.  However,  in  that  portion  of  the 
WSA  adjacent  to  Meadow  Valley  Wash  and 
recommended  as  nonsuitable,  convenience  to 
points  of  use  by  the  railroad,  county  road  crews 
and  local  residents  would  result  in  the  develop- 
ment of  two  pits  totaling  twenty  acres. 

Conclusion 

Due  to  the  presence  of  a  nearby  mining  dis- 
trict, some  exploration  would  occur  in  the 
area  adjacent  to  the  district.  Past  production 
from  the  district  was  minor  and  available 
data  indicate  future  prospects  within  the 
WSA  are  marginal  as  well. 

Potential  barite  resources  exist  but  are  not 
known  to  be  economic.  Oil  and  gas  and 
geothermal  potential  are  not  thought  to  be 
high  enough  to  warrant  exploration.  Sand 
and  gravel  would  be  available  along  Meadow 
Valley  Wash  where  some  minor  market  poten- 
tial exists.  This  alternative  has  minimal  impact 
on  mineral  development  because  of  the 
limited  potential  in  the  area  recommended 
as  suitable,  and  exclusion  of  areas  on  the 
west  and  south  having  some  limited  poten- 
tial for  locatable  minerals  and  because  of 
the  lack  of  markets  for  others. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  53,090  acres 
to  motorized  recreation,  while  leaving  31,845 
acres  on  the  western,  southern,  southeastern 
and  northeastern  sides  open.  Currently,  because 
of  the  lack  of  roads,  ways  and  suitable  washes, 
ORV  use  is  minimal.  There  is  some  minor  usage 
in  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable  along 
the  WSA's  southern  boundary  which  would  con- 
tinue. The  lower  end  of  Cottonwood  Canyon  is 
entered  occasionally,  by  digging  out  under  rail- 
road's bridge  to  cross  under  the  tracks  and  drive 
up  the  wash  using  undamaged  portions  of  an 
old  way  in  combination  with  the  wash.  Entry 
under  the  tracks  is  frequently  unavailable  due  to 
flood  deposits.  Two  to  three  miles  of  mining 
exploration  roads  would  be  opened.  Approxi- 
mately ten  visitor-days  of  motorized  recreation 
use  annually  would  be  displaced  from  the  area 
recommended  as  suitable  and  twenty-five  visitor- 
days  annually  would  grow  to  one  hundred  visitor- 
days  in  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable. 
There  are  no  cherrystem  roads.  Four  miles  of 
wash  would  be  closed.  Other  than  as  mentioned, 
access  to  motorized  vehicles  is  extremely  limited 
so  a  closure  is  a  minor  consequence  and  public 
lands  offering  similar  opportunities  are  readily 
available  throughout  the  region. 

Conclusion 

Motorized  recreational  use  of  ten  visitor- 
days  annually  would  be  displaced  in  the 
area  recommended  as  suitable.  The  impact 
of  shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands 
would  be  negligible.  Because  of  the  current 
limited  access,  continued  use  in  the  area 
recommended  as  nonsuitable  would  remain 
light,  rising  slowly  from  the  present  twenty- 
five  to  one  hundred  visitor-days  in  the  fore- 
seeable future. 

Impacts  on  Production  of  Deer 

Interest  has  been  expressed  in  converting  approx- 
imately half  of  13,440  acres  of  pinyon-juniper 
stands  in  southeastern  portions  of  the  WSA  to  a 
shrub-grassland  type  more  usable  to  deer.  About 
1,400  acres  of  this  type  are  in  the  area  recom- 
mended as  suitable.  The  current  full  fire  sup- 
pression policy  would  remain  in  effect  unless 
modified  in  subsequent  fire  management  plans. 
In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  on  the 
south-facing  slopes  on  the  WSA's  southeastern 
side,  the  present  continuous  pinyon-juniper 
stands  would  be  modified  by  prescribed  burn- 
ing. Approximately  6,020  acres  would  be  burned 
within  the  area  of  12,040  acres  to  produce  a 
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maximized  edge  effect.  Browse  species  would 
be  seeded  into  the  burn.  As  a  result,  habitat  pro- 
ductivity would  rise  and  deer  populations  depen- 
dent on  the  area  would  increase  by  an  estimated 
ten  percent.  Fenced  exclosures  would  be  con- 
structed at  Mudhole  and  Oil  springs  to  protect 
the  sources.  These  would  be  constructed  in  a 
manner  non-impairing  of  wilderness. 

Conclusion 

Deer  production  would  rise  about  nine  per- 
cent, benefited  by  an  increase  in  habitat 
productivity  due  to  fire  created 
and  reseedings. 


openings 


Impacts  on  Water  Quality 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable  on  the 
northwestern  side  are  71 0  acres  encumbered  by 
mining  claims.  Approximately  thirty  acres  of  sur- 
face disturbance  is  expected  on  this  area  due  to 
exploration  activities.  This  could  contribute  to 
occasional  temporary  increases  in  turbidity  and 
sediment  load  in  Cottonwood  Creek  during  heavy 
precipitation  events.  Since  this  system  already 
has  a  heavy  sediment  load  and  is  prone  to  flash 
flooding,  it  is  doubtful  that  the  contribution  from 
these  thirty  acres  would  be  readily  identifiable. 
Similarly,  exploration  activities  for  barite,  disturb- 
ing ten  acres  in  the  Horse  Pasture  and  Horse 
Springs  Canyons,  could  contribute  additional 
sediment  to  Cottonwood  Creek.  Continued  graz- 
ing by  domestic  livestock  and  wild  horses  would 
remain  the  major  factor  affecting  the  area's 
water  quality. 

Conclusion 

This  alternative  would  permit  mining  explora- 
tion with  fewer  surface  disturbance  or  other 
operational  restrictions  and  fewer  reclamation 
requirements  than  would  be  the  case  if  the 
area  were  designated  as  wilderness.  As 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness,  mining  plans 
would  not  receive  the  close  scrutiny  that 
plans  in  WSAs  or  designated  wilderness 
would.  Less  concern  for  minimizing  surface 
disturbance  is  evidenced  and  reclamation  to 
natural  conditions  to  the  maximum  extent 
possible  is  not  required.  These  relaxed  re- 
quirements could  allow  greater  sediment 
mobilization  and  a  slightly  enhanced  risk  of 
toxic  materials  escape.  The  major  effect  on 
water  quality  would  continue  to  be  grazing 
by  domestic  livestock  and  wild  horses. 


Wilderness  Accent  Alternative 
(Suitable:  86,020  acres,  Nonsuitable:  0  acres) 

The  Wilderness  Accent  alternative  emphasizes 
maximum  wilderness  values  and  recommends 
as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation,  all  of  the 
Clover  Mountains  WSA  and  a  1,080  acre  area 
external  to  the  WSA  on  the  WSA's  northwestern 
side  to  extend  to  the  Cottonwood  Creek  water- 
shed divide. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 
Naturalness: 

Outstanding  naturalness  would  be  retained  on 
most  of  86,020  acres  of  the  WSA  and  the  adjacent 
watershed.  Except  for  cattle  damage  in  the  Cotton- 
wood Creek  complex,  activity  and  equipment 
next  to  the  Pennsylvania  Mining  district  and  an 
historic  homestead,  the  WSA  is  free  of  evidence 
of  man. 

Five  and  one-half  miles  of  fence  separating 
portions  of  the  Sheep  Flat  and  Cottonwood 
Allotments  would  be  built,  disrupting  naturalness 
for  the  long  term  in  the  vicinity. 

Between  the  WSA  boundary  and  the  mining 
district  is  an  area  of  1,085  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  in  this  alternative.  This  area  currently 
is  natural  with  no  intrusions  but  a  risk  exists  that 
exploration  activities  on  mining  claims  in  this 
area  could  affect  naturalness  on  approximately 
ten  acres,  over  the  long  term,  before  designation 
occurs.  Exploration  would  disturb  approximately 
thirty  acres  within  the  area  recommended  as 
suitable  on  the  northwestern  side  of  the  WSA. 
The  effects  would  be  limited  areally  and 
temporally. 

Due  to  the  addition  of  1,085  acres  outside  the 
WSA  across  the  ridge  from  the  Pennsylvania 
Canyon  area,  most  of  the  Cottonwood  Creek 
complex  is  included  for  wilderness  designation 
under  this  alternative  thus  adding  considerably 
to  the  preservation  of  naturalness.  Wilderness 
designation  would  withdraw  the  area  from  mineral 
entry  and  preclude  casual  exploration  which 
inevitably  occurs  over  time. 

There  are  no  cherrystem  roads  present  and 
closing  the  access  in  the  lower  portion  of  Cotton- 
wood Creek  would  stop  the  impairment  of 
naturalness  due  to  the  presence  of  vehicles. 
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Solitude: 

Solitude  is  readily  achievable  due  to  the  WSA's 
large  size,  boundary  free  of  narrow  protrusions, 
high  and  varied  relief  topography  and  thick, 
arboreal  vegetation.  Outstanding  solitude  would 
be  retained  on  most  of  86,020  acres  of  the  WSA 
and  adjacent  Cottonwood  Creek  watershed  ex- 
cept where  the  boundary  parallels  Meadow  Valley 
Wash.  There,  proximity  to  the  railroad  and  its 
associated  access  road  would  cause  a  loss  of 
solitude.  Fence  construction  would  also  cause  a 
temporary  depreciation  of  solitude  opportunities. 
Exploration  activities  in  the  Pennsylvania  Mining 
district  near  the  WSA  would  cause  occasional 
disruption  of  solitude  in  the  area  adjacent  to  the 
WSA. 

The  popularity  of  this  area  would  result  in  concen- 
tration of  use  in  the  particularly  attractive  portions 
such  as  Pine  Creek.  This  would  result  in  a 
lowering  of  opportunities  for  solitude  in  portions 
of  the  drainage  unless  visitation  limits  were 
imposed.  Even  with  limits,  solitude  would  be 
reduced.  Closure  of  the  access  up  the  lower  end 
of  Cottonwood  Creek  and  the  additional  acreage 
would  greatly  increase  the  ability  of  users  to 
achieve  solitude. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation: 

Primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  opportunities 
include  excellent  dayhiking  and  backpacking 
for  extended  trips.  Other  opportunities  include 
excellent  photography,  nature  study,  horseback 
riding  and  hunting  for  mule  deer. 

Special  Features: 

Botanical  values  include  a  change  in  vegetation 
type  from  ponderosa  pine  at  the  upper  end  of  the 
Pine-Cottonwood  system,  to  cactus,  yucca  and 
other  low  desert  shrubs.  A  rare  stand  of  aspen 
grows  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the  WSA.  Designa- 
tion would  provide  added  protection  for  this 
vegetation  type,  particularly  in  the  lower  end  of 
Cottonwood  Creek  where  continued  access  may 
cause  some  impairment. 

Conclusion 

The  86,020  acres  of  wilderness  would  receive 
special  legislative  protection.  Wilderness 
values  of  outstanding  solitude,  outstanding 
naturalness  and  primitive  recreation,  supple- 
mental botanical  values  and  an  entire  flowing 
stream  system  would  be  retained  in  a  protec- 
tive status.  Some  loss  of  solitude  would 
occur  in  sections  of  Pine  Creek.  A  hiking 
opportunity  through  an  ecosystem  extending 
from  ponderosa  pines  to  yuccas  and  cacti 
would  be  included. 


Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  86,020  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
entry  under  the  mining  laws.  This  alternative 
contains  approximately  1,085  acres  external  to 
the  WSA's  northwestern  boundary,  most  of  which 
contain  claims.  This  acreage  extends  the  pro- 
posed wilderness  to  the  ridgeline  between  Pine 
Creek  and  Pennsylvania  Canyon.  Approximately 
200  acres  of  area  with  high  exploration  potential 
associated  with  the  Pennsylvania  Mining  district 
extends  into  the  1,085  acres.  Exploration  could 
continue  on  these  mining  claims  until  the  time  of 
designation. 

After  designation,  further  activity  could  occur 
only  if  a  valid  discovery  existed  at  the  time  of 
designation.  If  valid  discoveries  are  present, 
then  exploration  and  development  could  occur. 
Development  of  these  claims  is  not  anticipated 
since  it  is  believed  mineralization  does  not  occur 
in  sufficient  quantity  and/or  quality  to  be 
economic. 

Potential  barite  resources  may  occur  in  unknown 
quantities  in  a  small  area  located  in  the  south- 
western portion  of  the  WSA.  Silica  sand  and 
chemical  grade  limestone  may  occur  in  respective 
quartzite  and  carbonate  rocks  which  outcrop 
along  the  west-central  boundary  of  the  WSA. 
Exploration  and  development  of  these  is  not 
foreseen  because  of  the  remoteness  of  the  poten- 
tial resource  and  more  exploitable  resources 
being  mined  elsewhere. 

This  alternative  contains  an  area  with  higher 
mineral  exploration  potential.  In  the  area  desig- 
nated as  wilderness,  no  exploration  or  develop- 
ment would  occur  except  on  claims  having  valid 
discoveries  at  the  time  of  designation. 

Leasable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  86,020  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  not  be  available  for  leasing 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws  if  surface  occu- 
pancy is  required. 
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Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  the  WSA  but 
without  substantial  demand  due  to  remoteness 
of  markets.  However,  in  that  portion  of  the  WSA 
adjacent  to  Meadow  Valley  Wash,  convenience 
to  points  of  use  by  the  railroad,  county  road 
crews  and  local  residents  creates  a  low  level 
demand.  No  permits  would  be  issued  and  this 
demand  would  have  to  be  met  from  other  sources 
which  are  abundant  within  the  region. 

Conclusion 

Due  to  the  presence  of  a  nearby  mining 
district,  some  exploration  may  occur  in  the 
area  adjacent  to  the  district  and  recom- 
mended as  suitable  but  external  to  the  WSA. 
This  would  amount  to  some  ten  acres.  Past 
production  from  the  district  was  minor  and 
available  data  indicate  future  prospects  within 
the  WSA  to  be  marginal  as  well.  The  exception 
is  some  200  acres  of  the  1 ,080  acres  external 
to  the  WSA  but  within  the  area  recommended 
as  suitable  under  this  alternative,  which  has 
higher  exploration  potential.  If  valid  discove- 
ries were  not  made  by  the  time  of  designation, 
then  no  further  activity  could  take  place  on 
these  claims. 

Potential  barite  resources  exist  but  are  not 
anticipated  to  be  developed.  Oil  and  gas  and 
geothermal  potential  are  not  thought  to  be 
high  enough  to  warrant  exploration.  Sand 
and  gravel  would  be  unavailable  along  the 
Meadow  Valley  Wash  portion  of  the  WSA 
where  some  minor  market  potential  exists. 
This  alternative  has  minimal  impact  on 
mineral  development  because  of  the  limited 
potential  in  the  area  recommended  as  suitable 
except  as  noted. 

Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  86,020  acres 
including  the  WSA  and  adjacent  area  to  motorized 
recreation.  Currently,  because  of  the  lack  of 
roads,  ways  and  suitable  washes  ORV  use  is 
minimal.  There  is  some  minor  usage  along  the 
WSA's  southern  boundary  and  occasional  use 
of  the  ways  in  the  vicinity  of  Fife  Spring.  The 
lower  end  of  Cottonwood  Canyon  is  entered 
occasionally  by  digging  out  under  the  railroad's 
bridge  to  cross  under  the  tracks  and  drive  up  the 
wash  using  undamaged  portions  of  an  old  way 
in  combination  with  the  wash.  Entry  under  the 
tracks  is  frequently  unavailable  due  to  flood 
deposits.  Approximately  thirty-five  visitor-days 
of  motorized  recreation  use  annually  would  be 
displaced  from  the  WSA. 


There  are  no  cherrystem  roads.  Four  miles  of 
wash  would  be  closed.  Other  than  as  mentioned, 
access  to  motorized  vehicles  is  extremely  limited 
so  a  closure  is  a  minor  consequence  and  public 
lands  offering  similar  opportunities  are  readily 
available  throughout  the  region. 

Conclusion 

Motorized  recreational  use  of  approximately 
thirty-five  visitor-days  annually  would  be 
displaced  from  the  WSA.  The  impact  of 
shifting  this  use  to  other  public  lands  would 
be  negligible. 

Impacts  on  Production  of  Deer 

The  current  full  fire  suppression  policy  would 
remain  in  effect  unless  modified  in  subsequent 
fire  management  plans.  On  the  WSA's  south- 
eastern slopes,  pinyon-juniper  conversion  to 
browse  seeding  on  half  of  13,440  acres  would 
not  be  permitted.  Consequently,  an  opportunity 
to  increase  deer  numbers  in  the  area  by  ten 
percent  would  be  foregone. 

Conclusion 

Deer  numbers  may  not  be  increased  by  ten 
percent  through  vegetation  conversion  and 
seeding  with  non-local  species  for  browse. 

Impacts  on  Water  Quality 

Protection  from  surface  disturbance  would  occur 
on  86,020  acres  of  the  Cottonwood  Creek  water- 
shed. External  to  the  WSA  boundary,  but  within 
the  area  recommended  as  suitable  are  approxi- 
mately 800  acres  which  are  encumbered  by 
mining  claims.  Exploration  would  cause  approxi- 
mately ten  acres  of  surface  disturbance.  This 
could  contribute  to  occasional  temporary  in- 
creases in  turbidity  and  sediment  load  in  Cotton- 
wood Creek  during  heavy  precipitation  events. 
Since  this  system  already  has  heavy  sediment 
loads  and  is  prone  to  flash  flooding  it  is  doubtful 
that  the  contribution  from  these  ten  acres  would 
be  readily  identifiable. 

Conclusion 

Except  for  3,330  acres  external  to  the  WSA's 
northeastern  side,  this  alternative  would  re- 
commend as  suitable  all  of  the  Cottonwood 
Creek  watershed.  Designation  would  add  an 
extra  measure  of  protection  to  the  watershed 
over  that  which  currently  exists  and  would 
constitute  the  most  complete  watershed 
protection  of  the  alternatives  being  con- 
sidered. The  major  effect  on  water  quality 
would  continue  to  be  grazing  by  domestic 
livestock  and  wild  horses. 
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Proposed  Action 

(Partial  Wilderness  Alternative) 

(Suitable:  97,1 80  acres,  Nonsuitable:  88,564  acres) 

The  Proposed  Action  recommends  the  western, 
or  higher  half  of  the  Meadow  Valley  Range  WSA 
as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation,  along 
with  an  easterly  extension  to  encompass  a  portion 
of  scenic  Hackberry  Canyon.  This  incorporates 
the  Meadow  Valley  Mountains,  which  form  the 
spine  of  the  WSA  and  the  upper  portions  of  the 
bajadas  which  extend  to  the  east  of  the  main 
mountain  ridge,  in  addition  to  Hackberry  Canyon. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion): 

A  positive  effect  on  naturalness  would  accrue  in 
the  main  ridge  area,  where  very  rugged  terrain 
and  few  human  intrusions  would  provide  out- 
standing naturalness  for  the  long  term.  The  only 
diminishments  of  complete  naturalness  are  oc- 
casional vehicle  tracks  up  washes  on  the  west 
side  to  the  base  of  the  mountains  and  some 
ways  crossing  from  Avertt  Reservoir  on  the 
north  to  Hackberry  Canyon.  These  would  grad- 
ually rehabilitate  with  the  protection  given  by 
wilderness  designation.  Remaining  would  be 
one  mile  of  fence  along  the  top  of  the  ridge  in  the 
middle  of  the  western  part  of  the  WSA,  a  small 
reservoir  to  the  west  of  the  fence,  a  corral,  one 
big  game  guzzler  and  two  small  water  develop- 
ments in  southerly  canyons  on  the  western  side. 
Because  of  the  topography  and  the  limited  nature 
of  these  projects,  naturalness  is  affected  only  in 
the  immediate  vicinity.  The  total  area  affected  is 
eighty  non-contiguous  acres.  Project  mainten- 
ance would  have  minimal  impact  on  naturalness. 
Nearly  all  of  the  area  recommended  as  suitable 
is  totally  devoid  of  evidence  of  man  and  major 
portions  of  it  are  seldom,  if  ever,  even  visited. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Range  developments  would  continue  to  be  main- 
tained. The  fence  would  be  maintained  by  horse- 
back and  the  corral  and  spring  development  at 
Hackberry  Canyon  would  be  maintained  by  ve- 
hicular access  which  would  impair  naturalness. 
Two  reservoirs  in  Breedlove  and  one  in  Morrison- 
Wengert  allotments  would  be  constructed  ad- 
jacent to  the  boundary  of  the  area  recommended 
as  suitable.  Their  construction  would  result  in 
three  acres  of  surface  disturbance  and  approxi- 
mately eighteen   miles  of  access  opened   up 


through  a  combination  of  clearing  obstructions 
from  washes  and  creating  new  ways.  The  result 
would  be  the  use  of  three  miles  of  existing  way 
and  the  creation  of  three  new  miles  of  way  in  the 
Morrison-Wengert  allotment  and  the  clearing  of 
six  miles  of  wash  and  the  creation  of  six  new 
miles  of  way  in  the  Breedlove  allotment. 

One  big  game  guzzler  would  be  built  disturbing 
one-half  acre.  Its  construction  would  not  be 
subject  to  constraints  under  wilderness  manage- 
ment. Access  would  be  constructed  by  clearing 
obstructions  from  approximately  nine  miles  of 
washes.  Maintenance  would  be  accomplished 
by  vehicular  access.  This  would  cause  loss  of 
naturalness  over  the  long  term  on  one  hundred 
acres.  The  major  effect  would  be  to  open  access 
to  the  central  bajada  which  would  result,  over 
the  long  term,  in  a  proliferation  of  ways  and 
tracks.  These  would  result,  in  turn,  in  occasional 
ORV  penetration  of  the  eastern  portions  of  the 
area  recommended  as  suitable  and  a  substantial 
long-term  loss  of  naturalness  in  the  area  from 
the  divide  south  of  Hackberry  Canyon,  to  the 
southern  WSA  boundary.  Naturalness  is  out- 
standing throughout  this  area  and  would  be 
affected  on  most  of  22,400  acres.  Along  the 
extreme  southeastern  boundary,  exploration  on 
mining  claims  would  result  in  one  to  two  miles  of 
roads  and  six  acres  of  disturbance.  Naturalness, 
which  ranges  from  outstanding  to  good,  would 
be  impaired  for  the  long  term  on  most  of  7,700 
acres.  In  Vigo  Canyon  drainage,  the  upper  por- 
tions of  which  are  relatively  flat,  access  using 
the  wash,  bordering  roads  and  old  ways  has 
resulted  in  a  proliferation  of  ways  which  depre- 
ciate naturalness. tThis  trend  would  continue  on 
most  of  1 7,300  acres. 

Solitude  (Suitable  Portion): 

Visitors  would  utilize  the  main  ridge  area, 
Hackberry  Canyon  and  the  western  portion  of 
the  central  bajada  for  outstanding  solitude.  In 
the  Meadow  Valley  Mountains,  vegetation  is 
sparse  and  low-growing  except  for  the  northern- 
most part  of  the  WSA.  Topography  is  very  rugged 
with  cliffs,  steep  narrow  canyons  and  rough 
outcrops.  Slopes  are  very  broken  and  drainages 
are  close  together.  Hidden  canyons  abound  and 
visitation  is  very  rare.  These  factors  would  provide 
for  outstanding  solitude  for  the  long  term.  To  the 
east,  rolling  hills  break  into  large  open  bajadas 
providing  the  solitude  of  spaciousness.  Within 
Hackberry  Canyon,  the  canyon  walls  provide  a 
sense  of  enclosure.  As  a  result,  solitude  is  most 
readily  obtainable  through  most  of  the  area  and 
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would  be  easily  preserved.  Project  maintenance 
would  have  an  occasional,  temporary  impact  on 
solitude  in  the  vicinity  of  activity.  Activities  on  the 
portion  of  the  central  bajada  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  would  affect  solitude  in  the  easterly, 
flatter  portions  of  the  areas  recommended  as 
suitable.  A  total  of  1 5,400  acres  would  be  affected 
intermittently. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Fence,  corral  and  spring  maintenance  would 
occasionally  impair  solitude  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
projects.  Guzzler  maintenance  would  cause  occa- 
sional impairment  to  solitude  due  to  the  presence 
of  vehicles  and  other  equipment.  Opening  access 
to  the  central  bajada  would  result  in  a  substantial 
long-term  loss  of  solitude  on  22,400  acres  in  the 
area  from  the  divide  south  of  Hackberry  Canyon 
to  the  southern  WSA  boundary.  Solitude  ranges 
from  outstanding  to  moderate  in  this  area.  Access 
to  the  central  bajada  would  also  permit  access 
to  the  upper  portions  of  this  bajada  which  are 
within  the  area  recommended  as  suitable.  Be- 
cause of  the  terrain,  this  would  be  difficult  to 
control.  On  the  WSA's  southeast,  operations  on 
mining  claims  would  cause  intermittent  long-term 
impairment  of  generally  outstanding  solitude  on 
7,700  acres.  Similarly,  ORV  use  in  the  upper 
Vigo  Canyon  drainage  would  impair  solitude  on 
17,300  acres. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Suitable  Porion): 

Designation  would  preserve  outstanding  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  opportunities  in  the 
main  ridge  area,  Sunflower  Mountain  and 
Hackberry  Canyon.  The  Sunflower  Mountain- 
Grapevine  Spring  area  on  the  west  side  and 
Hackberry  Canyon  on  the  east  would  be  the 
focal  point  in  providing  opportunities  for  challeng- 
ing very  scenic,  dayhikes  and  backpacks.  The 
entire  mountain  range  provides  good  climbing 
and  scrambling  opportunities  with  the  best  being 
available  on  the  western  slopes  of  the  Meadow 
Valley  Mountains  and  in  the  large  washes  like 
Hackberry  Canyon.  The  rugged  topography,  vast 
desert  vistas,  color  tones  ranging  from  very  dark 
to  sharply  contrasting  light  buffs  and  lack  of 
grazing  in  some  areas  provide  excellent  opportu- 
nities for  photography  and  nature  study.  Potholes 
in  ephemeral  streams  create  intriguing  temporary 
aquatic  ecosystems.  Bighorn  sheep  and  archeo- 
logic  features  add  interest  and  photographic 
subjects.  Horseback  riding  is  available  but  better 
in  the  gentler,  more  easterly  sections. 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Operations  on  mining  claims  on  the  southeastern 
side  of  the  WSA,  would  impair  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  there  for  the  long  term.  The  quality 
of  recreation  opportunities  ranges  from  good  to 
low.  Motorized  vehicle  use  in  the  area  of  the 
mining  claims,  on  the  central  bajada  and  in  the 
Vigo  Canyon  drainage  would  impair  the  opportu- 
nity to  enjoy  long  wilderness  hikes  in  relatively 
gentle  terrain  in  a  desert  environment  over  the 
long  term. 

Special  Features  (Suitable  Portion): 

Geological  values  include  rocks  from  every  geo- 
logic period  except  the  Precambrian,  Jurassic 
and  Cretaceous.  Complex  folding  and  thrust 
faulting  provide  an  interesting  aspect  from  a 
scientific  as  well  as  a  scenic  point  of  view.  The 
range  includes  the  westernmost  exposure  of 
Colorado  Plateau  redbeds.  Although  known  cul- 
tural resource  sites  are  few,  it  is  likely  that  many 
may  be  found.  The  area  is  located  between  rich 
cultural  expressions  to  the  west  and  the  sensitive 
Meadow  Valley  Wash.  Botanical  values  may 
include  two  state  protected  plants  Arenaria 
stenomerees  Eastwood  (Meadow  Valley  sand- 
wort) and  Astragalus  nyensis  Barneby  (Nye 
milkvetch))  found  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Meadow 
Valley  Range.  Golden  eagles  and  prairie  falcons 
may  also  pass  through. 

Special  Features  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Geological  values  include  rocks  from  every  geo- 
logic period  except  the  Precambrian,  Jurassic 
and  Cretaceous.  Complex  folding  and  thrust 
faulting  provide  an  interesting  aspect  from  a 
scientific  as  well  as  a  scenic  point  of  view.  The 
range  includes  the  westernmost  exposure  of 
Colorado  Plateau  redbeds.  Although  known  cul- 
tural resource  sites  are  few,  it  is  likely  that  many 
may  be  found.  The  area  is  located  between  rich 
cultural  expressions  to  the  west  and  the  sensitive 
Meadow  Valley  Wash.  Botanical  values  may 
include  two  state  protected  plants  Arenaria 
stenomerees  Eastwood  (Meadow  Valley  sand- 
wort) and  Astragalus  nyensis  Barneby  (Nye 
milkvetch))  found  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Meadow 
Valley  Range.  Golden  eagles  and  prairie  falcons 
may  also  pass  through.  Desert  tortoise  inhabit 
the  southern  portion. 
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Conclusion 


Leasable  Minerals 


The  97,180  acres  recommended  as  suitable 
would  receive  special  legislative  protection. 
Outstanding  to  good  wilderness  values  of 
solitude,  naturalness,  supplemental  values 
of  geologic,  zoologic  and  possible  botanical 
interest,  and  primitive  recreation  would  be 
preserved  for  the  long  term.  Approximately 
62,800  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable 
would  lose  wilderness  values  over  the  long 
term  due  to  the  increased  vehicular  access 
and  consequent  use. 

Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  97,180  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
entry  under  the  mining  laws.  The  88,564  acres 
recommended  as  nonsuitable  would  remain 
available  for  entry  under  these  laws.  In  the  area 
designated  as  wilderness,  no  exploration  or 
development  would  occur  except  on  claims 
having  valid  discoveries  at  the  time  of  designation. 

Approximately  eighty  acres  of  claims  on  the 
WSA's  central-western  boundary,  overlap  the 
area  recommended  as  suitable.  Exploration  or 
development  of  these  claims  is  not  anticipated 
due  to  the  lack  of  favorable  indicators  for 
economic  mineralization. 

Moderate  favorability  for  chemical/metallurgical 
grade  limestone  exists  in  both  the  suitable  and 
nonsuitable  areas  but  exploration  and/or  develop- 
ment are  not  expected  due  to  the  rough  terrain, 
distance  to  market  and  availability  of  exploitable 
limestone  resources  closer  to  population  centers 
and  rail  lines. 

In  the  extreme  southeastern  corner,  a  block  of 
placer  claims  overlaps  the  WSA  in  an  area 
recommended  as  nonsuitable.  These  claims  are 
contiguous  to  a  much  larger  area  of  claims 
extending  south  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  may 
occur  on  these  claims  but  development  is  not 
anticipated  due  to  a  low  favorability  for  metallic 
minerals  throughout  the  WSA.  Nonmetallic 
minerals  favorability  is  also  rated  as  low  through- 
out. Little  impact  on  the  development  of  both 
metallic  and  nonmetallic  minerals  is  foreseen 
due  to  the  general  lack  of  known  deposits,  lack 
of  past  and  present  prospecting  activities  and 
general  lack  of  mineralogical  data. 


All  lands  within  the  97,180  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  not  be  available  for  leasing 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws  if  surface  occu- 
pancy is  required.  The  88,564  acres  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  under 
these  laws.  Exploration  or  development  are  not 
anticipated  due  to  the  general  lack  of  interest 
exhibited  in  geophysical  exploration  and  wildcat 
drilling  by  the  petroleum  industry  and  better 
potential  for  reserves  in  other  regions. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  the  eastern 
area  of  the  WSA  but  without  substantial  demand 
due  to  remoteness  from  markets.  No  permits 
would  be  issued  in  the  suitable  area. 

Conclusion 

The  limited  potential  for  marketable  metallic, 
nonmetallic,  leasable  and  salable  minerals 
indicates  little  impact  on  mineral  resource 
development  in  areas  recommended  as  suit- 
able. Little  opportunity  for  development  exists 
in  the  areas  recommended  as  nonsuitable 
due  to  limited  resource  potential. 

Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  97,780  acres 
of  the  Meadow  Valley  Range  WSA  to  motorized 
recreation  use,  while  leaving  88,564  acres  on 
the  eastern  half  open.  The  western  half,  which  is 
recommended  as  suitable,  is  mostly  steep,  inac- 
cessible terrain  currently  unavailable  to  vehicular 
use.  There  has  been  past  usage  for  organized 
ORV  events  in  Wildcat  and  Farrier  washes  which 
was  suspended  with  WSA  status.  Periodic  re- 
quests for  permits  in  these  washes  have  been 
received  but  rejected,  and  there  is  probably 
occasional  individual  or  small  group  use  of 
these.  With  designation  approximately  seven 
miles  of  usable  length  of  Wildcat  Wash  would  be 
closed  off.  Four  miles  of  lower  Farrier  Wash, 
which  comprises  a  portion  of  the  boundary  of 
the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  would  be 
closed.  Occasional  use  in  lower  Hackberry 
Canyon  would  be  closed  off  resulting  in  the  loss 
of  about  one  mile  of  access.  Approximately  two 
miles  of  ways  would  be  closed  off  towards  the 
northern  boundary.  Because  of  limited  access 
and  precipitous  terrain,  there  is  little  current  or 
past  motorized  vehicle  use  that  would  be  dis- 
placed through  wilderness  designation  and  public 
lands  offering  similar  opportunities  are  readily 
available  throughout  the  region.  An  estimated 
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seventy-five  visitor-days  (the  current  total  use) 
annually  of  motorized  recreation  would  be 
displaced. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  the 
eastern  half  of  the  WSA,  much  of  the  terrain  is 
gentler  and  more  susceptible  to  motorized  vehicle 
use.  The  southern  two-thirds  of  this  area  is 
seldom  used  because  access  is  very  limited  due 
to  the  bluffy  edge  along  Meadow  Valley  Wash. 
Construction  of  range  and  wildlife  projects  would 
open  up  access  to  this  area,  increasing  the 
current  estimated  annual  150  visitor-days,  to 
400  visitor-days  in  the  foreseeable  future.  This 
would  result  in  a  proliferation  of  opportunities 
for  motorized  recreational  use  over  much  of  the 
bajada  area  and  into  portions  of  the  Bunker 
Hills.  The  lower  end  of  Hackberry  Canyon  would 
be  used  and  the  Vigo  Canyon  drainage,  with  its 
many  points  of  access  and  existing  ways  would 
have  increased  use. 

Conclusion 

Little  motorized  recreation  use  would  be 
displaced  since  much  of  the  area  is  inacces- 
sible. The  total  change  in  motorized  vehicle 
use  would  be  an  increase  from  the  current 
estimated  annual  use  of  225  visitor-days  to 
a  total  of  375  visitor-days.  This  includes  a 
shift  of  seventy-five  visitor-days  away  from 
the  area  recommended  as  suitable. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  existing 
projects  would  continue  to  be  maintained.  Three 
reservoirs  in  the  Meadow  Valley  Mountains  would 
be  reached  by  a  combination  of  vehicle  and 
walking  and  four  and  a  half  miles  of  fence  would 
be  accessed  by  horseback. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable  two 
corrals  and  two  spring  developments  would  be 
reached,  maintained  and  utilized  by  vehicle.  A 
half-mile  of  fence  would  be  maintained  by  foot. 
Two  reservoirs  in  Breedlove  and  one  in  Morrison- 
Wengert  allotments  would  be  constructed  without 
a  need  to  meet  wilderness  value  non-impairment 
standards. 

Conclusion 

There  would  be  no  effect  on  any  existing  or 
proposed  projects  and  no  impact  on  grazing 
within  the  WSA. 


Adverse  Impacts  Which  Cannot 
Be  Avoided 

The  unavoidable  adverse  impact  would  be  a 
loss  of  wilderness  values  on  62,800  acres  due  to 
a  vocational  mining  exploration  and  project  de- 
velopment for  range  and  wildlife  with  associated 
ORV  use  of  access  routes. 

Relationship  Between  Short-term  Uses 
of  Man's  Environment  and  the 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of 
Long-term  Productivity 

On  the  97,180  acres  designated  as  wilderness, 
wilderness  values  would  be  protected.  On  por- 
tions of  the  88,564  acres  not  designated  as 
wilderness,  all  present  uses  would  continue. 
Project  construction  and  maintenance,  motorized 
recreational  use  and  mining  claim  assessment 
work  would  substantially  reduce  wilderness 
values  on  62,800  acres. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

On  the  97,180  acres  designated  as  wilderness, 
irreversible  or  irretrievable  commitments  of  wil- 
derness values  are  not  expected.  On  the  88,564 
acres  not  designated  as  wilderness,  energy  and 
mineral  exploration,  project  construction  and 
ORV  use  would  create  an  irreversible  and  irre- 
trievable commitment  of  physical  wilderness 
resources  on  47,500  acres. 

AH  Wilderness  Alternative 

(Suitable:  185,744  acres,  Nonsuitable:  0  acres) 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  recommends  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  the  Meadow 
Valley  Mountains,  which  form  the  spine  of  the 
WSA,  all  of  scenic  Hackberry  and  Vigo  canyons, 
the  Bunker  Hills  and  all  of  the  bajadas  to  the 
edge  of  Meadow  Valley  Wash. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness: 

A  major  positive  effect  on  naturalness  would 
accrue  throughout  the  WSA  except  in  the  upper 
watershed  of  Vigo  Canyon.  Nearly  all  of  the  WSA 
is  devoid  of  evidence  of  man  and  would  be  so 
maintained.  In  the  main  ridge  area,  very  rugged 
terrain  and  few  human  intrusions  provide  for 
long-term,  outstanding  naturalness.  The  only 
diminishments  of  complete  naturalness  in  the 
western  half  are  occasional  vehicle  tracks  up 
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washes  on  the  western  side  to  the  base  of  the 
mountains,  up  Farrier  and  Wildcat  washes  on 
the  south,  some  ways  crossing  from  Avertt 
Reservoir  on  the  north  to  Hackberry  Canyon, 
one  mile  of  fence  along  the  top  of  the  ridge  in  the 
middle  of  the  western  part  of  the  WSA,  a  small 
reservoir  to  the  west  of  the  fence,  one  small 
water  development  and  trough  and  a  guzzler  in 
southerly  canyons  on  the  western  side.  Because 
of  the  topography  and  the  limited  nature  of  these 
projects,  naturalness  is  affected  only  in  the  im- 
mediate vicinity.  In  the  upper  Vigo  Canyon  drain- 
age, there  is  a  corral  and  numerous  ways  criss- 
cross the  region.  Two  water  developments  and 
cattle  handling  facilities  in  Hackberry  Canyon 
cause  very  localized  effects  on  naturalness. 
Maintenance  of  these  would  have  minimal  effects 
on  wilderness  values.  They  would  be  maintained 
by  reaching  the  fence  by  horseback  and  the 
corral  and  spring  developments  in  Hackberry 
Canyon  by  vehicle.  Except  for  those  in  the 
Upper  Vigo  Canyon  drainage,  most  ways  would 
gradually  return  to  natural  conditions.  Six  miles 
south  of  Hackberry  Canyon,  one-half  mile  of 
fence  extends  inward  from  near  the  WSA  boun- 
dary and  would  be  maintained  by  horseback. 
Some  fifteen  miles  to  the  south  of  Hackberry 
Canyon,  an  exploratory  oil  well  was  drilled, 
resulting  in  a  road  which  is  cherrystemmed  and 
a  leveled  area  about  one-half  acre  in  extent  at 
the  drill  site.  Because  it  can  be  seen  from 
surrounding  elevations,  this  disturbance  impacts 
naturalness  on  approximately  one  hundred  acres 
surrounding  the  site.  With  designation,  this  site 
would  be  restored  to  natural  conditions.  In  this 
region,  naturalness,  ranging  from  outstanding  to 
low,  would  be  retained.  In  the  upper  Vigo  Canyon 
drainage,  topography  permits  vehicular  access 
from  several  points,  making  effectively  maintain- 
ing a  closure  difficult.  Continued  vehicular  intru- 
sions could  impact  naturalness  on  17,300  acres. 

Two  big  game  guzzlers  would  be  built  using 
non-impairing  design,  materials,  access,  con- 
struction methods  and  siting.  Maintenance  would 
be  accomplished  using  non-impairing  means. 

Solitude: 

Outstanding  solitude  would  be  preserved  in  this 
WSA.  Significant  portions  of  the  WSA,  particularly 
in  the  Meadow  Valley  Mountains,  are  seldom,  if 
ever,  visited.  Outstanding  solitude  would  prevail 
in  the  main  ridge  area  for  the  long  term.  Most  of 
the  rest  of  the  WSA  would  retain  outstanding 
solitude  over  the  long  term  due  to  its  size  and 
conformation.  The  only  exception  would  be  the 
upper  Vigo  Canyon  drainage  where  access  to 
ORVs  from  nearby  roads  and  trails  would  be 
extremely  difficult  to  control  effectively.  In  this 
area,  solitude  could  be  intermittently  impaired  by 
intrusions  by  motorized  vehicles. 


In  the  Meadow  Valley  Mountains,  vegetation  is 
sparse  except  for  the  northernmost  part  of  the 
WSA.  Topography  is  very  rugged  with  cliffs, 
steep  narrow  canyons  and  rough  outcrops.  As  a 
result,  solitude  is  readily  obtainable  throughout 
most  of  the  area  and  would  be  retained  for  the 
long  term.  In  the  Bunker  Hills,  vegetation  is  low 
and  topographic  relief  is  less  rugged,  but  solitude 
is  none-the-less  attainable.  Vegetation  on  the 
bajadas  is  low  and  sparse,  but  the  vast  openness 
enables  one  to  achieve  solitude  very  readily.  On 
the  bajadas  of  the  Vigo  Canyon  drainage,  oc- 
casional vehicles  would  interfere  with  solitude, 
but  the  vastness  and  general  lack  of  human 
presence  contributes  to  an  abiding  solitude  there, 
as  well. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation: 

By  precluding  the  development  of  access,  primi- 
tive and  unconfined  recreation  opportunities 
ranging  from  low  to  outstanding  would  be  pre- 
served for  the  long  term  in  the  short,  steep 
canyons,  sharp  peaks  and  tortuous  terrain  in  the 
main  ridge  area  and  in  the  vast  and  varied 
geography  of  the  remainder  of  the  WSA. 

The  Sunflower  Mountain-Grapevine  Spring  area 
on  the  western  side  and  Hackberry  Canyon  on 
the  east  would  provide  opportunities  for  challeng- 
ing very  scenic  dayhikes  and  backpacks.  Good 
overall  climbing  and  scrambling  opportunities 
are  present,  with  the  best  being  available  in  the 
Meadow  Valley  Mountains  and  the  larger  washes 
like  Hackberry  Canyon.  The  rugged  topography, 
vast  desert  vistas  and  lack  of  grazing  in  some 
areas  provide  excellent  opportunities  for  photo- 
graphy and  nature  study.  Horseback  riding  is 
available  but  better  in  the  gentler,  more  easterly 
sections.  Numerous,  challenging  and  good  op- 
portunities for  all  types  of  primitive  recreation 
and  the  opportunity  to  experience  an  environment 
similar  to  that  which  early  settlers  found,  would 
be  retained. 

Special  Features: 

Values  present  are  geological,  zoological  and 
botanical.  Geological  values  include  rocks  from 
every  geologic  period  except  the  Precambrian, 
Jurassic  and  Cretaceous.  Complex  folding  and 
thrust  faulting  provide  an  interesting  aspect  from 
a  scientific  as  well  as  a  scenic  point  of  view.  The 
range  includes  the  westernmost  exposure  of 
Colorado  Plateau  redbeds.  Although  known  cul- 
tural resource  sites  are  few,  it  is  likely  that  many 
may  be  found.  The  area  is  located  between  rich 
cultural  expressions  to  the  west  and  the  sensitive 
Meadow  Valley  Wash.  Botanical  values  may 
include  two  state  protected  plants  Arenaria 
stenomerees  Eastwood  (Meadow  Valley  sand- 
wort)  and   Astragalus   nyensis   Barneby  (Nye 
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milkvetch))  found  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Meadow 
Valley  Range.  Golden  eagles  and  prairie  falcons 
may  pass  through.  Desert  tortoise  occur  in  the 
southern  end  of  the  WSA.  Designation  would 
protect  these  values  from  surface  disturbing 
activities. 

Conclusion 

The  185,744  acres  would  receive  special 
legislative  protection.  A  large  area  of  expan- 
sive desert  vistas  with  outstanding  natural- 
ness, great  solitude  and  good  to  excellent 
opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  would  receive  long-term  protec- 
tion. In  the  upper  Vigo  Canyon  drainage 
there  would  be  continued  easy  access  for 
vehicles  to  1 7,300  acres,  which  could  reduce 
wilderness  values  there;  but  an  enduring 
resource  of  wilderness  would  remain  over 
most  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  WSA  would  be  withdrawn 
from  all  forms  of  entry  under  the  mining  laws. 
Unless  a  valid  discovery  exists  at  the  time  of 
designation,  exploration  or  development  would 
cease. 

Approximately  eighty  acres  of  claims  filed  on  the 
WSA's  central-western  boundary  overlap  the 
WSA.  Development  of  these  claims  is  not  antici- 
pated due  to  the  lack  of  favorable  indicators  for 
economic  mineralization.  Since  the  bulk  of  these 
claims  lie  outside  of  the  WSA,  any  exploration 
would  likely  occur  external  to  the  WSA.  Moderate 
favorability  for  chemical/metallurgical  grade  lime- 
stone exists  but  exploration  and/or  development 
are  not  expected  due  to  the  rough  terrain,  dis- 
tance to  market  and  availability  of  exploitable 
limestone  resources  closer  to  population  centers 
and  rail  lines. 

In  the  extreme  southeastern  corner  of  the  WSA  a 
block  of  placer  claims  overlap  the  WSA.  These 
claims  are  contiguous  to  a  much  larger  area  of 
claims  extending  south  of  the  WSA.  Exploration 
may  occur  on  these  claims  prior  to  designation 
but  development  is  not  anticipated  due  to  a  low 
favorability  for  metallic  minerals  throughout  the 
WSA.  Nonmetallic  minerals  favorability  is  also 
rated  as  low  throughout.  Little  impact  on  the 
development  of  both  metallic  and  nonmetallic 
minerals  is  foreseen  due  to  the  general  lack  of 
known  deposits,  lack  of  past  and  present  pros- 
pecting activities  and  general  lack  of  minera- 
logical  data. 


Leasable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  185,744  acres  WSA  would 
not  be  available  for  leasing  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws  if  surface  occupancy  is  required. 
Exploration  or  development  are  not  anticipated 
due  to  the  general  lack  of  interest  exhibited  by 
the  petroleum  industry  in  geophysical  exploration 
and  wildcat  drilling.  Better  potential  for  reserves 
exists  in  other  regions. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  the  eastern 
areas  of  the  WSA  but  without  substantial  demand 
due  to  remoteness  from  markets. 

Conclusion 

Due  to  the  general  lack  of  favorability  for  metallic 
and  nonmetallic  minerals  and  lack  of  markets  for 
salable  minerals,  there  would  be  little  effect  on 
mineral  development.  Similarly,  available  evi- 
dence, including  a  sealed  exploratory  well  in- 
dicates prospects  for  liquid  hydrocarbons  is  low. 
No  impact  to  mineral  exploration  development  is 
anticipated. 

Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  185,744 
acres  of  the  WSA  to  motorized  recreational.  A 
five  mile  long  cherrystem  road  would  remain 
open  although  it  is  not  accessible  or  passable. 
Four  miles  of  way  on  the  northern  end  of  the 
WSA  would  be  closed.  Other  tracks  and  vehicle 
trails  which  criss-cross  the  Vigo  Canyon  drainage 
would  be  closed.  The  mountainous  western 
portion  is  inaccessible  because  of  terrain,  while 
much  of  the  remainder  has  no  developed  access 
and  thus  remains  unused.  Some  organized  ORV 
events  have  used  Farrier  and  Wildcat  washes 
on  the  south  prior  to  the  WSA  designation  and 
some  casual  use  probably  still  occurs.  Organized 
event  applications  have  been  rejected  since  the 
area  attained  WSA  status.  Some  use  occurs  in 
lower  Hackberry  Canyon,  primarily  by  hunters. 
Considerable  use  is  made  of  the  Vigo  Canyon 
drainage  due  to  the  flat  terrain,  bordering  roads 
and  ways  and  numerous  tracks  crossing  the 
area.  With  designation,  these  uses  would  be 
excluded.  Except  for  the  Vigo  Canyon  drainage, 
most  motorized  use  would  be  precluded.  In  this 
drainage,  closure  would  be  difficult  to  maintain 
and  enforce  due  to  lack  of  physical  barriers  and 
the  presence  of  bordering  roads  and  ways.  A 
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total  of  twenty-one  miles  of  ways  and  washes 
would  be  closed.  Motorized  use  would  drop 
from  the  estimated  current  annual  visits  of  225 
to  100  visitor-days.  Similar  motorized 
recreation  opportunities  are  abundant  in  the 
region. 

Conclusion 

Two  factors,  steep  terrain  and  undeveloped 
access,  cause  most  of  this  WSA  to  be  unused 
by  ORVs.  Exceptions  are  parts  of  some  of 
the  larger  washes  and  the  uplands  of  Vigo 
Canyon  in  the  northeast  of  the  WSA.  Designa- 
tion would  affect  motorized  recreational  use, 
dropping  it  from  225,  down  to  100  visitor- 
days  annually. 

Impact  on  Grazing  Facility  Maintenance 
and  Construction 

Existing  projects  which  consist  of  short  sections 
offences,  reservoirs,  corrals  and  spring  develop- 
ments would  continue  to  be  maintained  using 
various  combinations  of  vehicle,  horseback  and 
foot  access.  Proposed  projects  consisting  of  two 
reservoirs  in  Breedlove  Allotment  and  one  in 
Morrison-Wengert  Allotment  would  not  be  con- 
structed. These  projects  were  proposed  in  the 
Caliente  Management  Framework  Plan  as  Priority 
3  projects,  meaning  that  they  fall  behind  projects 
having  existing  allotment  management  plans 
(AMPs)  (Priority  1)  and  behind  those  having 
unimplemented  AMPs  (Priority  2)  in  order  of 
development.  These  projects  would  permit  in- 
creases of  sixty  and  seven  hundred  AUMs, 
respectively,  in  Breedlove  and  Morrison-Wengert 
allotments.  Because  their  purpose  appears  to  be 
primarily  that  of  increasing  AUMs,  they  have  an 
apparent  inconsistency  with  the  Wilderness 
Management  Policy  and  would  not  be  permitted. 

Conclusion 

There  would  be  no  effect  on  any  existing 
projects  and  no  impact  on  grazing  as  cur- 
rently practiced  in  the  WSA.  Three  proposed 
reservoir  projects  would  not  be  permitted  as 
they  would  be  used  primarily  to  increase 
use. 

No  Wilderness  Alternative 

(Suitable:  0  acres  Nonsuitable:  185,744  acres) 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness: 

Natural  features  would  assure  preservation  of 
wilderness  values  for  the  long  term  in  substantial 
portions  of  the  WSA.  Very  rugged  terrain  in  the 


Meadow  Valley  Mountains  would  preclude  nearly 
all  intrusions  and  ORV  use  over  most  of  the 
mountains.  The  only  diminishments  of  complete 
naturalness  in  the  western  half  are  occasional 
vehicle  tracks  up  washes  on  the  western  side  to 
the  base  of  the  mountains,  up  Farrier  and  Wildcat 
washes  on  the  south,  some  ways  crossing  from 
Avertt  Reservoir  on  the  north  to  Hackberry 
Canyon,  one  mile  of  fence  along  the  top  of  the 
ridge  in  the  middle  of  the  western  part  of  the 
WSA,  a  small  reservoir  to  the  west  of  the  fence, 
one  small  water  development  and  a  guzzler  in 
southerly  canyons  on  the  west  side.  Because  of 
the  topography  and  the  limited  nature  of  these 
projects,  they  affect  naturalness  only  in  the 
immediate  vicinity.  These  projects  would  continue 
to  be  maintained  as  presently,  by  a  combination 
of  vehicle  and/or  walking  or  horseback.  Out- 
standing naturalness  would  be  preserved  except 
for  localized  circumstances. 

In  the  eastern  half,  in  Hackberry  Canyon,  a 
corral  and  two  water  developments  in  the  lower 
end  would  be  reached,  used,  and  maintained  as 
presently,  by  vehicle.  Occasional  ORV  penetration 
part  way  up  the  canyon  would  occur.  A  rugged 
scenic  resource  and  outstanding  naturalness 
would  be  retained  in  the  upper  reaches  of  the 
canyon.  In  the  lower  canyon,  sufficient  ORV 
entry  would  occur  to  impact  naturalness  there. 
In  Morrison-Wengert  Allotment,  one  reservoir 
would  be  built  in  a  manner  which  would  impair 
naturalness  in  the  vicinity.  Resulting  would  be 
three  new  miles  of  way.  On  the  bajadas  south  of 
the  divide  from  Hackberry  Canyon,  two  livestock 
reservoirs  would  be  built  in  Breedlove  Allotment 
along  with  two  big  game  guzzlers.  Design,  siting, 
materials,  access  and  construction  methods 
would  not  account  for  non-impairment  of  wilder- 
ness values.  Each  reservoir  would  disturb  about 
two  acres  of  surface  and  would  affect  natural- 
ness on  the  surrounding  one  hundred  acres. 
The  guzzlers  would  disturb  one-half  acre  each, 
result  in  visible  tanks  and  collection  aprons  and 
affect  naturalness  on  the  surrounding  one  hun- 
dred acres.  Most  importantly,  access  of  approxi- 
mately eighteen  and  seventeen  miles,  respec- 
tively, would  be  opened  up  by  these  range  and 
wildlife  projects.  This  would  occur  through  a 
combination  of  clearing  obstructions  from  washes 
and  creating  new  ways.  All  told,  three  miles  of 
existing  way  would  be  used  and  three  miles  of 
new  way  created  in  Morrison-Wengert  allotment, 
and  six  miles  of  wash  cleared  and  six  new  miles 
of  way  created  in  Breedlove  allotment.  The  major 
effect  is  the  opening  of  access  to  the  central 
bajada  which  would  result,  over  the  long  term,  in 
a  proliferation  of  ways  and  tracks.  These  would 
result,  in  turn,  in  occasional  ORV  penetration  of 
the  eastern  portions  of  the  area  recommended 
as  suitable  and  a  substantial  long-term  loss  of 
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naturalness  in  the  area  from  the  divide  south  of 
Hackberry  Canyon,  to  the  southern  WSA  boun- 
dary. Naturalness  is  outstanding  throughout  this 
area  and  would  be  affected  on  most  of  25,900 
acres.  In  Vigo  Canyon  drainage,  the  upper  por- 
tions of  which  are  relatively  flat,  access  using 
the  wash,  bordering  roads  and  old  ways  has 
resulted  in  a  proliferation  of  ways  which  depre- 
ciate naturalness.  This  trend  would  continue  on 
most  of  17,300  acres.  ORV  use  of  the  loop 
formed  by  crossing  between  Wildcat  and  Farrier 
Washes  a  few  miles  into  the  WSA  would  affect 
naturalness  on  3,200  acres. 

Along  the  extreme  southeastern  boundary,  ex- 
ploration on  mining  claims  would  result  in  one  to 
two  miles  of  roads  and  six  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  from  backhoe  trenches  and  drilling. 
Naturalness,  which  ranges  from  outstanding  to 
good,  would  be  impaired  for  the  long  term  on 
most  of  7,700  acres. 

In  nearly  all  of  the  area,  the  opening  of  access 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  naturalness  except  for 
the  rugged  portions  of  the  Meadow  Valley 
Mountains.  There  access  by  vehicle  would  remain 
limited  to  the  lower  western  slopes  and  natural- 
ness would  remain  intact  in  the  higher  areas. 

Solitude: 

The  most  important  effect  of  this  alternative  is 
the  opening  of  access  to  the  large  central  bajada 
from  the  Meadow  Valley  Wash  road.  This  would 
result  in  the  occasional  loss  of  solitude  over  the 
long  term.  Solitude  would  generally  remain  in 
the  mountain  portion  because  of  the  rugged 
terrain  and  the  lack  of  any  economic  incentive  to 
construct  access. 

Occasional  loss  of  solitude  would  occur  in  the 
lower  part  of  Hackberry  Canyon  and  rarely,  in 
the  higher  areas  of  the  canyon,  due  to  ORV  use. 
In  the  upper  watershed  of  Vigo  Canyon,  numerous 
ways  would  be  used  by  ORVs  causing  loss  of 
solitude.  Occasional  activities  on  mining  claims 
in  the  southeastern  corner  of  the  WSA  and  on 
access  that  would  be  constructed  there,  would 
cause  intermittent  long-term  loss  of  solitude.  In 
total,  solitude  would  be  affected  on  54,000  acres. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation: 

The  Sunflower  Mountain-Grapevine  Spring  area 
on  the  western  side  and  Hackberry  Canyon  on 
the  east  provide  opportunities  for  challenging 
very  scenic  dayhikes  and  backpacks.  Good  over- 
all climbing  and  scrambling  opportunities  are 
present,  with  the  best  being  available  in  the 
Meadow  Valley  Mountains  and  the  larger  washes 
like  Hackberry  Canyon.  The  rugged  topography, 


vast  desert  vistas  and  lack  of  grazing  in  some 
areas  provide  excellent  opportunities  for  photo- 
graphy and  nature  study.  Horseback  riding  is 
available  but  better  in  the  gentler,  more  easterly 
sections.  This  alternative  would  retain  opportuni- 
ties for  these  types  of  primitive  recreation  in  the 
mountain  portion,  in  upper  Hackberry  Canyon, 
in  portions  of  the  Bunker  Hills,  and,  to  an  extent, 
in  the  bajada  areas  for  horseback  riding.  In  all, 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  opportunities 
would  remain  over  the  long  term  on  55,700 
acres. 

Special  Features: 

Values  present  are  geological,  zoological  and 
botanical.  Geological  values  include  rocks  from 
every  geologic  period  except  the  Precambrian, 
Jurassic  and  Cretaceous.  Complex  folding  and 
thrust  faulting  provide  an  interesting  aspect  from 
a  scientific,  as  well  as,  a  scenic  point  of  view. 
The  range  includes  the  westernmost  exposure 
of  Colorado  Plateau  redbeds.  Although  known 
cultural  resource  sites  are  few,  it  is  likely  that 
many  may  be  found.  The  area  is  located  between 
rich  cultural  expressions  to  the  west  and  the 
sensitive  Meadow  Valley  Wash.  Botanical  values 
may  include  two  state  protected  plants  Arenaria 
stenomerees  Eastwood  (Meadow  Valley  sand- 
wort) and  Astragalus  nyensis  Barneby  (Nye 
milkvetch))  found  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Meadow 
Valley  Range.  Golden  eagles  and  prairie  falcons 
may  pass  through.  Desert  tortoise  are  present 
on  the  southern  end  of  the  WSA.  This  alternative 
would  allow  surface  disturbing  activities  which 
could  expose  some  of  these  geological  features 
to  clearer  observation,  but  which  would  adversely 
affect  their  aesthetic  impact.  The  state-protected 
plants,  tortoise,  raptors  and  cultural  resources 
would  not  receive  the  added  protection  from 
surface  disturbance  that  designation  would 
provide. 

Conclusion 

Substantial  wilderness  values  would  remain 
in  the  Meadow  Valley  Mountains  due  to 
terrain.  Hackberry  Canyon  would  retain  some 
wilderness  values,  while  the  Bunker  Hills, 
the  bajadas  lying  between  the  Hackberry 
Canyon  divide  and  the  southern  WSA  boun- 
dary and  in  the  Vigo  Canyon  drainage  would 
lose  most  of  their  naturalness  and  occasion- 
ally their  solitude  on  54,000  acres  over  the 
long  term  due  to  the  opening  and  use  of 
access.  Primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
opportunities  would  be  lost  on  11 2,900  acres 
which  include  the  54,000  acres. 
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Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

The  1 85,744  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable 
would  remain  available  for  entry  under  the  mining 
laws.  Approximately  eighty  acres  of  claims  filed 
on  the  WSA's  central-western  boundary,  overlap 
the  WSA.  Exploration  or  development  on  these 
claims  is  not  anticipated  due  to  the  lack  of 
favorable  indicators  for  economic  mineralization. 
Since  the  bulk  of  these  claims  lie  outside  of  the 
WSA,  any  exploration  would  likely  occur  external 
to  the  WSA  to  avoid  its  steeper  terrain. 
Moderate  favorability  for  chemical/metallurgical 
grade  limestone  exists  but  exploration  and/or 
development  are  not  expected  due  to  the  rough 
terrain,  distance  to  market  and  availability  of 
exploitable  limestone  resources  closer  to  popula- 
tion centers  and  rail  lines. 

In  the  extreme  southeastern  corner  a  block  of 
placer  claims  overlap  the  WSA.  These  claims 
are  contiguous  to  a  much  larger  area  of  claims 
extending  south  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  may 
occur  on  these  claims  but  development  is  not 
anticipated  due  to  a  low  favorability  for  metallic 
minerals  throughout  the  WSA.  Nonmetallic 
minerals  favorability  is  also  rated  as  low  through- 
out. Little  impact  on  the  development  of  both 
metallic  and  nonmetallic  minerals  is  foreseen 
due  to  the  general  lack  of  known  deposits,  lack 
of  past  and  present  prospecting  activities  and 
general  lack  of  mineralogical  data. 

Leasable  Minerals 

The  1 85,744  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable 
would  remain  open  to  leasing  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws.  Exploration  or  development  are 
not  anticipated  due  to  the  general  lack  of  interest 
exhibited  by  the  petroleum  industry  in  geophysical 
exploration  and  wildcat  drilling.  Better  potential 
for  reserves  exists  in  other  regions. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  the  eastern 
areas  of  the  WSA  but  without  substantial  market 
demand. 

Conclusion 

The  limited  potential  for  economic  quantities 
of  metallic,  nonmetallic  and  leasable  minerals 
leaves  little  opportunity  for  development  in 
the  WSA,  even  though  it  is  recommended  as 
nonsuitable.  Due  to  a  lack  of  markets,  sand 
and  gravel  resources  are  not  anticipated  to 
be  developed  either. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

All  185,744  acres  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  motorized  recreational  use.  Rugged 
terrain  in  the  Meadow  Valley  Mountains  would 
continue  to  preclude  nearly  all  motorized  use. 
On  the  south,  occasional  organized  ORV  events 
would  be  permitted  in  Wildcat  and  Farrier  washes 
with  an  interconnection  between  the  two.  Open- 
ing of  access  in  conjunction  with  construction  of 
range  and  wildlife  projects  would  result  in  an 
increase  in  availability  of  lands  on  both  the 
central  bajada  and  in  the  area  between  Hackberry 
Canyon  and  Avertt  Reservoir  on  the  north.  This 
would  greatly  increase  opportunities  for  motor- 
ized recreational  use  in  areas  not  currently 
available  to  such  use.  Current  levels  of  use  of 
the  Vigo  Canyon  drainage  would  continue  to 
increase,  exploiting  the  ease  of  access  from 
bordering  roads  and  ways  and  the  numerous 
existing  trails  and  tracks. 

Current  annual  motorized  recreational  use  of 
225  visitor-days  would  rise  to  450  visitor-days. 

Conclusion 

Little  change  in  motorized  recreational  use 
would  occur  in  the  mountainous  regions 
due  to  terrain  limitations.  On  the  bajadas, 
increased  access  would  open  up  large  op- 
portunities for  motorized  recreational  use. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility  Management 
and  Construction 

Existing  projects  which  consist  of  short  sections 
of  fences,  reservoirs,  corrals  and  spring  develop- 
ments would  continue  to  be  maintained.  Proposed 
projects,  which  include  three  reservoirs,  would 
be  built. 

Conclusion 

No  change  would  occur  as  far  as  existing 
projects  and  range  resource  utilization  are 
concerned,  because  access  would  remain 
restricted  due  to  physical  factors.  Three  new 
projects  could  be  constructed. 

Resource  Development  Alternative 

(Suitable:  17,165  acres,  Nonsuitable:  168,579 
acres) 

The  Resource  Development  alternative  recom- 
mends all  of  Hackberry  Canyon  as  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation,  except  for  the  uppermost 
two  to  three  miles. 
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Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion): 

Except  for  two  spring  developments  and  one 
corral  at  the  lower  end  of  Hackberry  Canyon, 
there  are  no  intrusions  to  depreciate  naturalness 
which  is  outstanding.  The  corral  and  spring 
development  may  be  maintained  by  vehicular 
access  depending  on  specific  circumstances. 
Topography  in  the  canyon  is  rugged,  providing 
excellent  scenery  and  screening  for  the  projects 
which  are  present. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Natural  features  would  assure  preservation  of 
wilderness  values  for  the  long  term  in  substantial 
portions  of  the  WSA.  Very  rugged  terrain  in  the 
Meadow  Valley  Mountains  would  preclude  nearly 
all  intrusions  and  ORV  use  over  most  of  the 
mountains.  The  only  diminishments  of  complete 
naturalness  in  the  western  half  are  occasional 
vehicle  tracks  up  washes  on  the  western  side  to 
the  base  of  the  mountains,  up  Farrier  and  Wildcat 
washes  on  the  south,  some  ways  crossing  from 
Avertt  Reservoir  on  the  north  to  Hackberry 
Canyon,  one  mile  of  fence  along  the  top  of  the 
ridge  in  the  middle  of  the  western  part  of  the 
WSA,  a  small  reservoir  to  the  west  of  the  fence, 
one  small  water  development,  and  a  guzzler  in 
southerly  canyons  on  the  western  side.  Because 
of  the  topography  and  the  limited  nature  of  these 
projects,  they  affect  naturalness  only  in  the 
immediate  vicinity.  These  projects  would  continue 
to  be  maintained  as  presently,  by  a  combination 
of  vehicle  and  /or  walking  or  horseback.  Outstand- 
ing naturalness  would  be  preserved  except  for 
localized  circumstances. 

One  reservoir  would  be  built  in  Morrison-Wengert 
Allotment  affecting  naturalness  in  its  vicinity. 
Approximately  three  miles  of  new  way  would  be 
developed.  On  the  bajadas  south  of  the  divide 
from  Hackberry  Canyon  in  Breedlove  Allotment, 
two  livestock  reservoirs  would  be  built  along 
with  two  big  game  guzzlers.  Design,  siting, 
materials,  access  and  construction  methods 
would  not  account  for  non-impairment  of  wilder- 
ness values.  Each  reservoir  would  disturb  about 
two  acres  of  surface  and  would  affect  natural- 
ness on  the  surrounding  one  hundred  acres. 
The  guzzlers  would  disturb  one-half  acre  each, 
result  in  visible  tanks  and  collection  aprons  and 
affect  naturalness  on  the  surrounding  one  hun- 
dred acres.  Most  importantly,  access  of  approxi- 
mately eighteen  and  seventeen  miles,  respec- 
tively, would  be  opened  up  by  these  range  and 
wildlife  projects.  This  would  occur  through  a 
combination  of  clearing  obstructions  from  washes 
and  creating  new  ways.  All  told,  three  miles  of 


existing  way  would  be  used  and  three  miles  of 
new  way  created  in  Morrison-Wengert  allotment, 
and  six  miles  of  wash  cleared  and  six  new  miles 
of  way  created  in  Breedlove  allotment.  Main- 
tenance would  be  accomplished  by  vehicular 
access  causing  localized  loss  of  naturalness. 
The  major  effect  is  the  opening  of  access  to  the 
central  bajada  which  would  result,  over  the  long 
term,  in  a  proliferation  of  ways  and  tracks.  This 
would  result  in  a  substantial  long-term  loss  of 
naturalness  in  the  area  from  the  divide  south  of 
Hackberry  Canyon,  to  the  southern  WSA  boun- 
dary. Naturalness  is  outstanding  throughout  this 
area  and  would  be  affected  on  most  of  25,900 
acres.  In  Vigo  Canyon  drainage,  the  upper  por- 
tions of  which  are  relatively  flat,  access  using 
the  wash,  bordering  roads  and  old  ways  has 
resulted  in  a  proliferation  of  ways  which  depre- 
ciate naturalness.  This  trend  would  continue  on 
most  of  1 7,300  acres.  ORV  use  of  a  loop  formed 
by  crossing  between  Wildcat  and  Farrier  Washes 
a  few  miles  into  the  WSA  would  affect  naturalness 
on  3,200  acres.  Existing  tracks  in  the  Bunker 
Hills  would  become  more  permanent  as  use 
increases. 

Along  the  extreme  southeastern  boundary,  ex- 
ploration on  mining  claims  would  result  in  one  to 
two  miles  of  roads  and  six  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  from  backhoe  trenches  and  drilling. 
Naturalness,  which  ranges  from  outstanding  to 
good,  would  be  impaired  for  the  long  term  on 
most  of  7,700  acres. 

In  nearly  all  of  the  area,  the  opening  of  access 
would  result  in  the  loss  of  naturalness  except  for 
the  rugged  portions  of  the  Meadow  Valley 
Mountains  where  access  by  vehicle  would  remain 
limited  to  the  lower  western  slopes. 

Solitude  (Suitable  Portion): 

The  rugged  topography  provides  good  cover 
and  numerous  opportunities  for  solitude.  Oppor- 
tunities for  solitude  within  this  portion  of  the 
WSA  are  outstanding. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Project  construction  would  cause  temporary 
impairment  of  solitude  during  construction  and 
maintenance.  The  most  important  effect  of  this 
alternative  is  the  opening  of  access  to  the  large 
central  bajada  from  the  Meadow  Valley  Wash 
road.  This  would  result  over  the  long  term  in  a 
substantial  loss  of  solitude  in  the  area  from  the 
divide  south  of  Hackberry  Canyon  to  the  southern 
WSA  boundary.  Solitude  would  generally  remain 
in  the  mountain  portion  because  of  the  rugged 
terrain  and  the  lack  of  any  economic  incentive  to 
construct  access.  In  the  upper  watershed  of  the 
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Vigo  Canyon  drainage,  access  up  the  wash, 
from  bordering  roads  and  from  old  ways,  has 
resulted  in  a  proliferation  of  ways,  which  has 
depreciated  solitude  occasionally.  This  trend 
would  continue  to  degrade  solitude  in  the  long 
term.  Occasional  activities  on  mining  claims  in 
the  southeastern  corner  of  the  WSA  and  on 
access  that  would  be  constructed  there,  would 
cause  intermittent  long-term  loss  of  solitude.  In 
total,  solitude  would  be  affected  on  54,000  acres. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Suitable  Portion): 

The  elimination  of  both  possible  mineral  explora- 
tion and  the  use  of  ORVs  in  Hackberry  Canyon 
would  have  a  positive  effect  on  primitive  and 
unconfined  recreation  opportunities  over  the 
long  term.  Use  would  rise  from  the  current 
estimated  thirty-five  to  an  estimated  seventy-five 
visitor-days  annually  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Operations  on  mining  claims  on  the  southeastern 
corner  would  impair  primitive  recreation  oppor- 
tunities there.  The  loss  of  primitive  recreation 
values  over  the  long  term,  ranging  in  quality 
from  outstanding  to  good,  would  occur  in  much 
of  the  area.  The  exceptions  would  be  in  the 
Meadow  Valley  Mountains  where  terrain  restric- 
tions would  maintain  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  opportunities  intact  over  the  long 
term;  and  in  the  Bunker  Hills  and  remoter  sections 
of  bajadas  where  primitive  recreation  use  con- 
sisting of  dayhiking,  backpacking,  climbing, 
scrambling,  nature  study,  photography  and  horse- 
back riding  would  continue.  In  the  areas  more 
heavily  used  by  motorized  recreationists,  primitive 
recreation  would  decline  or  terminate.  In  all, 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  opportunities 
would  be  remain  on  43,000  acres  over  the  long 
term. 

Special  Features  (Suitable  Portion): 

Botanical  values  may  include  two  state  protected 
plants  Arenaria  stenomerees  Eastwood  (Meadow 
Valley  sandwort)  and  Astragalus  nyensis  Barneby 

(Nye  milkvetch))  found  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
Meadow  Valley  Range.  The  state- protected  plants 
and  cultural  resources  would  receive  the  added 
protection  from  surface  disturbance  that  designa- 
tion would  provide. 

Special  Features  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Values  present  are  geological,  zoological  and 
botanical.  Geological  values  include  rocks  from 
every  geologic  period  except  the  Precambrian, 


Jurassic  and  Cretaceous.  Complex  folding  and 
thrust  faulting  provide  an  interesting  aspect  from 
a  scientific,  as  well  as,  a  scenic  point  of  view. 
The  range  includes  the  westernmost  exposure 
of  Colorado  Plateau  redbeds.  Although  known 
cultural  resource  sites  are  few,  it  is  likely  that 
many  may  be  found.  The  area  is  located  between 
rich  cultural  expressions  to  the  west  and  the 
sensitive  Meadow  Valley  Wash.  Geological  values 
include  rocks  from  every  geologic  period  except 
the  Precambrian,  Jurassic  and  Cretaceous.  Com- 
plex folding  and  thrust  faulting  provide  an  inter- 
esting aspect  from  a  scientific  as  well  as  a 
scenic  point  of  view.  Desert  tortoise  occur  in  the 
southern  end  of  the  WSA.  Botanical  values  may 
include  two  state  protected  plants  found  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  Meadow  Valley  Range.  This  alterna- 
tive would  allow  surface  disturbing  activities 
which  could  expose  some  of  these  geological 
features  to  clearer  observation,  but  which  would 
adversely  affect  their  esthetic  impact.  The  state- 
protected  plants  and  desert  tortoise  would  not 
receive  the  added  protection  from  surface  disturb- 
ance that  designation  would  provide. 

Conclusion 

The  17,165  acres  would  receive  special 
legislative  protection  in  a  limited  but  highly 
scenic  area,  thus  retaining  wilderness  values 
ranging  from  outstanding  to  excellent.  Much 
of  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable 
would  lose  its  wilderness  values  of  outstand- 
ing to  good  naturalness  and  solitude,  and 
good  primitive  recreation  opportunities  over 
the  long  term  due  to  the  development  of 
increased  access  and  consequent  use  by 
motorized  vehicles.  Naturalness  and  solitude 
would  be  lost  on  the  same  54,000  acres, 
while  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation 
opportunities  would  be  lost  on  1 25,700  acres, 
which  include  the  54,000  acre  portions. 

Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  17,165  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  entry  under 
the  mining  laws.  The  168,570  acres  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  would  remain  available 
for  entry  under  these  laws. 

Approximately  eighty  acres  of  claim  blocks  filed 
on  the  WSA's  central-western  boundary  overlap 
the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable.  Explora- 
tion or  development  on  these  claims  is  not 
anticipated  due  to  the  lack  of  favorable  indicators 
for  economic  mineralization.  Since  the  bulk  of 
these  claims  lie  outside  of  the  WSA,  any  explora- 
tion would  likely  occur  external  to  the  WSA. 
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Moderate  favorability  for  chemical/metallurgical 
grade  limestone  exists  but  exploration  and/or 
development  are  not  expected  due  to  the  rough 
terrain,  distance  to  market  and  availability  of 
exploitable  limestone  resources  closer  to  popula- 
tion centers  and  rail  lines. 

In  the  extreme  southeastern  corner  of  the  WSA 
there  is  a  block  of  placer  claims  which  overlap 
the  WSA  in  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuit- 
able.  These  claims  are  contiguous  to  a  much 
larger  area  of  claims  extending  south  of  the 
WSA.  Exploration  may  occur  on  these  claims 
but  development  is  not  anticipated  due  to  a  low 
favorability  for  metallic  minerals  throughout  the 
WSA.  Nonmetallic  minerals  favorability  is  also 
rated  as  low  throughout.  Little  impact  on  the 
development  of  both  metallic  and  nonmetallic 
minerals  is  foreseen  due  to  the  general  lack  of 
known  deposits,  lack  of  past  and  present  pros- 
pecting activities  and  general  lack  of  minera- 
logical  data.  In  the  area  designated  as  wilderness, 
no  exploration  or  development  would  occur 
except  on  claims  having  valid  discoveries  at  the 
time  of  designation. 

Leasable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  17,165  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  unavailable  for  leasing 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws,  if  surface  occu- 
pancy is  required.  The  168,570  acres  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  under 
these  laws.  Designation  would  preclude  any 
exploration  methods  which  impair  wilderness. 
Exploration  or  development  are  not  anticipated 
due  to  the  general  lack  of  interest  exhibited  by 
the  petroleum  industry  in  geophysical  exploration 
and  wildcat  drilling.  One  sealed  exploratory  hole 
was  drilled.  Better  potential  for  reserves  exists  in 
other  regions. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  the  eastern 
areas  of  the  WSA  but  without  substantial  demand 
due  to  remoteness  from  markets. 

Conclusion 

The  limited  potential  for  economic  quantities 
of  metallic,  nonmetallic  and  leasable  minerals 
indicates  that  little  development  would  be 
foregone  in  areas  recommended  as  suitable. 
Similarly,  little  potential  for  development  of 
these  minerals  remains  available  in  the  area 
recommended  as  nonsuitable.  Due  to  a  lack 
of  markets,  sand  and  gravel  resources  are 
essentially  valueless,  as  well. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

Designation  would  close  17,165  acres  of  the 
Meadow  Valley  Range  WSA  to  motorized  recrea- 
tional use  while  leaving  1 68,579  acres  open.  The 
area  recommended  as  suitable  centers  on 
Hackberry  Canyon.  Presently,  some  minor  motor- 
ized usage  is  made  of  the  lower  three  miles  of 
Hackberry  Canyon,  mostly  by  bird  hunters.  Desig- 
nation would  end  this  use  by  cutting  off  vehicular 
access  to  the  springs.  The  other  regions  of  the 
area  recommended  as  suitable  are,  by  and  large, 
too  precipitous  to  be  used  by  motorized  vehicles. 
Therefore,  closure  would  have  a  minimal  impact 
on  usage. 

Occasional  organized  ORV  events  would  be 
permitted  in  Wildcat  and  Farrier  washes  with  an 
interconnect  between  the  two.  Access  to  the 
central  bajada  and  to  more  areas  of  the  upper 
bajada  in  the  Vigo  Canyon  drainage  would  be 
developed  in  the  process  of  installing  range  and 
wildlife  projects.  This  would  greatly  increase 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreational  use  in 
areas  not  currently  available  to  such  use.  Current 
levels  of  use  of  the  Vigo  Canyon  drainage  would 
continue  to  increase,  exploiting  the  ease  of 
access  from  bordering  roads  and  ways  and  the 
existing  numerous  trails  and  tracks. 

Motorized  recreational  use  in  the  suitable  area 
would  fall  from  the  current  50  visitor-days  to  0, 
while  increasing  from  the  present  175  visitor- 
days  to  400  visitor-days  in  the  area  recommended 
as  nonsuitable. 

Conclusion 

Little  change  in  motorized  recreational  use 
would  occur  in  the  mountainous  regions 
due  to  terrain  limitations.  On  the  bajadas, 
increased  access  would  open  up  large 
opportunities  for  motorized  recreation. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility 
Maintenance  and  Construction 

The  only  project  in  the  area  recommended  as 
suitable  is  a  developed  spring  in  the  lower 
portion  of  Hackberry  Canyon.  Access  and  main- 
tenance for  this  project  would  continue,  using 
vehicles. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable  existing 
projects  would  continue  to  be  maintained,  using 
various  combinations  of  vehicle,  horseback  and 
foot  access.  There  are  no  projects  proposed  in 
the  area  recommended  as  suitable.  In  the  area 
recommended  as  nonsuitable,  three  reservoirs 
with  access  to  them  would  be  constructed. 
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Conclusion 

Little  to  no  effect  would  occur  relative  to  use 
and  maintenance  of  the  spring  development 
in  the  area  recommended  as  suitable.  In  the 
area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  new  pro- 
jects would  be  constructed  with  fewer  design 
and  siting  requirements  than  in  designated 
wilderness  and  with  greater  ease  of  access. 

Wilderness  Accent  Alternative 

(Suitable:  166,500  acres,  Nonsuitable:  19,244 
acres) 

The  Wilderness  Accent  alternative  recommends 
as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation,  all  of  the 
Meadow  Valley  Range  WSA  except  for  its  north- 
eastern corner.  This  corner,  which  is  the  Vigo 
Canyon  drainage,  has  lower  wilderness  values, 
for  the  most  part,  and  is  difficult  to  secure 
against  vehicle  intrusions.  The  remainder  of  the 
area  recommended  as  suitable  includes  the 
Meadow  Valley  Mountains,  which  form  the  spine 
of  the  WSA,  all  of  scenic  Hackberry  Canyon,  the 
Bunker  Hills  and  all  of  the  southern  bajadas. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion): 

A  positive  effect  on  naturalness  would  accrue 
throughout  the  area  recommended  as  suitable. 
In  the  main  ridge  area,  very  rugged  terrain  and 
few  human  intrusions  would  provide  outstanding 
naturalness  for  the  long  term.  The  only  diminish- 
ments  of  complete  naturalness  in  the  western 
half  of  the  WSA  are  occasional  vehicle  tracks  up 
the  washes  on  the  western  side  to  the  base  of 
the  mountains,  up  Farrier  and  Wildcat  washes 
on  the  south,  some  ways  crossing  from  Avertt 
Reservoir  on  the  north  to  Hackberry  Canyon, 
and  one  mile  of  fence  along  the  top  of  the  ridge 
in  the  middle  of  the  western  part  of  the  WSA,  a 
small  reservoir  to  the  west  of  the  fence,  one 
small  water  development  and  a  guzzler  in 
southerly  canyons  on  the  western  side.  With 
designation,  the  ways  would  be  rehabilitated 
and  would  eventually  be  indistinguishable. 
Because  of  the  topography  and  the  limited  nature 
of  the  projects,  naturalness  is  only  affected  in 
the  immediate  vicinity.  Maintenance  of  these 
projects  would  have  minimal  impact  on  wilder- 
ness values.  With  these  exceptions,  nearly  all  of 
the  area  recommended  as  suitable  is  totally 
devoid  of  evidence  of  man. 


Two  big  game  guzzlers  would  be  built  using 
non-impairing  design,  materials,  methods  and 
siting.  Access  would  be  obtained  using  non- 
impairing  means.  Maintenance  would  be  accom- 
plished using  non-motorized  means. 

Range  developments  would  be  maintained  with 
the  fence  reached  by  horseback.  The  corral  and 
spring  developments  in  Hackberry  Canyon  may 
be  maintained  by  vehicular  access  depending 
on  specific  circumstances.  If  permitted,  these 
occasional  operations  using  motor  vehicles 
would  result  in  intermittent,  and  short-lived  im- 
pairment of  naturalness. 

The  area's  outstanding  naturalness  would  be 
preserved  for  the  long  term  in  this  alternative. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Naturalness  is  affected  by  numerous  ways  which 
cross  upper  Vigo  Canyon  drainage  from  border- 
ing roads  and  from  the  canyon  itself.  Naturalness 
in  this  area  is  disturbed  and  would  continue  to 
be  affected  in  greater  amounts  by  ORV  use, 
eventually  involving  15,000  acres. 

Solitude  (Suitable  Portion): 

Significant  portions  of  this  area  are  seldom,  if 
ever,  visited.  In  the  Meadow  Valley  Mountains, 
vegetation  is  sparse,  providing  little  cover,  except 
for  the  northernmost  part  of  the  WSA.  However, 
topography  is  very  rugged  with  cliffs,  steep 
narrow  canyons  and  rough  outcrops.  As  a  result, 
solitude  is  readily  obtainable  through  most  of  the 
area. 

In  the  Bunker  Hills,  vegetation  is  low  and  topo- 
graphic relief  is  more  limited,  but  solitude  is 
none-the-less  attainable.  Vegetation  on  the 
bajadas  is  everywhere  low  and  sparse,  but  the 
vast  openness  enables  one  to  achieve  great 
solitude  very  readily.  If  permitted,  periodic  use  of 
motorized  vehicles  in  conjunction  with  cattle 
gathering  and  management  would  create  an 
occasional,  short-term  loss  of  solitude  in  lower 
Hackberry  Canyon. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

The  upper  Vigo  Canyon  drainage  and  associated 
areas  offer  conditions  in  which  occasional 
vehicles  can  interfere  with  solitude,  but  the 
vastness  and  general  lack  of  human  presence 
also  contributes  to  an  abiding  solitude  there,  as 
well.  With  the  passage  of  time,  greater  ORV  use 
would  cause  increasing  intrusions  on  solitude 
and  it  would  eventually  be  lost  there. 
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Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Suitable  Portion): 

With  designation,  the  Meadow  Valley  Mountains, 
Bunker  Hills,  Hackberry  Canyon  and  central 
bajada  would  be  the  focal  points  for  primitive 
recreation  use.  In  the  main  ridge  area,  very 
rugged  terrain  and  few  human  intrusions  would 
provide  outstanding  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation  for  the  long  term.  Sunflower  Mountain- 
Grapevine  Spring  area  on  the  western  side  and 
Hackberry  Canyon  on  the  east  provide  oppor- 
tunities for  challenging,  very  scenic  dayhikes 
and  backpacks.  Good  overall  climbing  and 
scrambling  opportunities  are  present  with  the 
best  being  available  in  the  Meadow  Valley 
Mountains  and  the  larger  washes  like  Hackberry 
Canyon.  The  rugged  topography  and  vast  desert 
vistas  in  some  areas  provide  excellent  opportuni- 
ties for  photography  and  nature  study.  Horseback 
riding  is  available  but  better  in  the  gentler,  more 
easterly  sections.  This  alternative  would  retain 
numerous  challenging  and  good  opportunities 
for  all  these  types  of  primitive  recreation  and  the 
opportunity  to  experience  an  environment  similar 
to  that  which  early  settlers  found. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Nonsuitable  Portion): 

With  the  exception  of  lower  Vigo  Canyon  which 
is  more  incised,  this  area  offers  low  value  primitive 
recreation  opportunities.  In  the  lower  end,  there 
are  vertical  canyon  walls  which  provide  scramb- 
ling, photographic  opportunities,  short  dayhikes, 
and  horseback  riding  in  the  bottom.  These  oppor- 
tunities would  decline  as  motorized  use  rises. 

Special  Features  (Suitable  Portion): 

Values  present  are  geological,  zoological  and 
botanical.  Geological  values  include  rocks  from 
every  geologic  period  except  the  Precambrian, 
Jurassic  and  Cretaceous.  Complex  folding  and 
thrust  faulting  provide  an  interesting  aspect  from 
a  scientific,  as  well  as,  a  scenic  point  of  view. 
The  range  includes  the  westernmost  exposure 
of  Colorado  Plateau  redbeds.  Although  known 
cultural  resource  sites  are  few,  it  is  likely  that 
many  may  be  found.  The  area  is  located  between 
rich  cultural  expressions  to  the  west  and  the 
sensitive  Meadow  Valley  Wash.  Botanical  values 
may  include  two  state  protected  plants  Arenaria 
stenomerees  Eastwood  (Meadow  Valley  sand- 
wort) and  Astragalus  nyensis  Barneby  (Nye 
milkvetch))  found  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Meadow 
Valley  Range.  Golden  eagles  and  prairie  falcons 


may  pass  through  the  area.  Desert  tortoise  are 
present  on  the  southern  end  of  the  WSA.  This 
alternative  would  preclude  surface  disturbance 
which  would  provide  an  enhanced  level  of  protec- 
tion for  cultural  resources,  the  aesthetic  aspects 
of  the  geological  features  and  for  the  state- 
protected  plants  which  are  possibly  present. 

Special  Features  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

State- protected  plants  and  cultural  resources, 
which  may  be  present,  would  not  receive  the 
added  protection  from  surface  disturbance  that 
designation  would  provide. 

Conclusion 

The  1 66,500  acres  recommended  as  suitable 
would  receive  special  legislative  protection, 
thus  retaining  a  large  area  of  naturalness, 
good  to  outstanding  solitude  and  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation  opportunities  for 
the  long  term.  Included  are  expansive  desert 
vistas.  The  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable 
would  lose  its  remaining  wilderness  values 
over  much  of  its  acreage  in  the  long  term 
due  to  ease  of  access  by  vehicles. 

Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral 
Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  1 66,500  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  entry  under 
the  mining  laws.  The  1 9,244  acres  recommended 
as  nonsuitable  would  remain  available  for  entry 
under  these  laws.  In  the  area  designated  as 
wilderness,  no  exploration  or  development  would 
occur  except  on  claims  having  valid  discoveries 
at  the  time  of  discovery. 

Approximately  eighty  acres  of  claim  blocks  filed 
on  the  WSA's  central  western  boundary  overlap 
the  area  recommended  as  suitable.  Exploration 
or  development  on  these  claims  is  not  anticipated 
due  to  the  lack  of  favorable  indicators  for  eco- 
nomic mineralization.  Since  the  bulk  of  these 
claims  lie  outside  of  the  WSA,  any  exploration 
would  likely  occur  external  to  the  WSA. 

Moderate  favorability  for  chemical/metallurgical 
grade  limestone  exists,  but  exploration  and/or 
development  are  not  expected  due  to  the  rough 
terrain,  distance  to  market  and  availability  of 
exploitable  limestone  resources  closer  to  popu- 
lation centers  and  rail  lines. 
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In  the  extreme  southeastern  corner  of  the  WSA  a 
block  of  placer  claims  overlap  the  WSA  in  an 
area  recommended  as  suitable.  These  claims 
are  contiguous  to  a  much  larger  area  of  claims 
extending  south  of  the  WSA.  Exploration  may 
occur  on  these  claims  prior  to  designation  but 
development  is  not  anticipated  due  to  a  low 
favorability  for  metallic  minerals  throughout  the 
WSA.  Nonmetallic  minerals  favorability  is  also 
rated  as  low  throughout.  Little  impact  on  the 
availability  of  both  metallic  and  nonmetallic 
minerals  is  foreseen  due  to  the  general  lack  of 
known  deposits,  lack  of  past  and  present  pros- 
pecting activities  and  a  general  lack  of  minera- 
logical  data. 

Leasable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  1 66,502  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  not  be  available  for  leasing 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws  if  surface  occu- 
pancy is  required.  The  19,244  acres  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  under 
these  laws.  Exploration  or  development  are  not 
anticipated  due  to  the  general  lack  of  interest 
exhibited  by  the  petroleum  industry  in  geophysical 
exploration  and  wildcat  drilling.  One  presently 
sealed  exploratory  well  was  drilled.  Better  poten- 
tial for  reserves  exists  in  other  regions. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  exist  in  the  eastern 
areas  of  the  WSA  but  without  substantial  demand 
due  to  remoteness  from  markets. 

Conclusion 

The  limited  potential  for  economic  quantities 
of  metallic,  nonmetallic  and  leasable  minerals 
indicates  that  little  development  would  be 
foregone  in  areas  recommended  as  suitable. 
Conversely,  little  potential  for  development 
remains  available  in  the  areas  recommended 
as  nonsuitable.  Due  to  a  lack  of  markets, 
sand  and  gravel  resources  are  essentially 
valueless,  as  well. 

Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  166,500 
acres  to  motorized  recreation,  while  leaving 
19,144  acres  open.  A  five  mile  long  cherrystem 
road  would  remain  open  although  it  is  not  access- 
ible or  passable.  Two  miles  of  way  on  the  north 
would  close.  The  mountainous  western  portion 
is  inaccessible  because  of  terrain  limitations. 
Much  of  the  remainder  has  no  developed  access 
and  remains  unused.  Some  organized  ORV 
events  have  used  Farrier  and  Wildcat  washes 


on  the  south  prior  to  the  WSA  designation  and 
occasional  casual  use  probably  still  occurs. 
Organized  event  applications  have  been  rejected 
since  the  area  attained  WSA  status.  Some  use 
occurs  in  lower  Hackberry  Canyon.  Much  use  is 
made  of  the  Vigo  Canyon  drainage  due  to  flat 
terrain,  bordering  roads  and  ways  and  numerous 
tracks  crossing  the  area.  With  designation,  use 
by  motor  vehicles  of  all  these  areas  except  for 
the  Vigo  Canyon  region,  would  be  restricted. 
Motorized  use  in  the  upper  Vigo  Canyon  water- 
shed and  in  the  canyon  itself,  would  continue  to 
grow.  Designation  would  have  little  effect  on 
motorized  recreation  overall,  as  use  of  the  area 
recommended  as  suitable  is  currently  light  due  to 
lack  of  access.  In  the  area  recommended  as  suit- 
able, motorized  recreational  use  would  fall  from 
the  current  annual  estimated  use  of  fifty  visitor- 
days  to  zero  in  the  foreseeable  future.  In  the  area 
recommended  as  nonsuitable,  motorized  recrea- 
tional use  would  rise  from  the  current  estimated 
annual  175  visitor-days  to  300  visitor-days. 

Conclusion 

Two  factors,  steep  terrain  and  undeveloped 
access,  cause  most  of  this  WSA  to  be  unused. 
The  exceptions  are  portions  of  some  of  the 
larger  washes  and  the  Vigo  Canyon  drainage 
in  the  northeastern  part  of  the  unit.  The 
designated  area  under  this  alternative,  ex- 
cludes the  Vigo  Canyon  drainage  and  would 
preclude  access  on  areas  which  are  currently 
poorly  accessible. 

Impacts  to  motorized  recreation  use  would 
be  very  limited. 

Impacts  on  Grazing  Facility 
Maintenance  and  Construction 

Existing  projects  in  the  area  recommended  as 
nonsuitable,  which  consist  of  short  sections  of 
fences,  reservoirs,  corrals  and  spring  develop- 
ments, would  continue  to  be  maintained  using 
various  combinations  of  vehicle,  horseback  and 
foot  access.  Two  proposed  reservoirs  in  Breed- 
love  Allotment  in  the  area  recommended  as 
suitable  would  not  be  constructed.  One  proposed 
reservoir  in  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuit- 
able in  Morrison-Wengert  Allotment  would  be 
constructed.  These  projects  were  proposed  in 
the  Caliente  Management  Framework  Plan  as 
Priority  3  projects,  meaning  that  they  fall  behind 
projects  having  existing  allotment  management 
plans  (AMPs)  (Priority  1)  and  behind  those  having 
unimplemented  AMPs  (Priority  2)  in  order  of 
development.  These  projects  would  permit  in- 
creases of  sixty  and  seven  hundred  AUMs,  re- 
spectively, in  Breedlove  and  Morrison-Wengert 
allotments.  Because  their  purpose  appears  to  be 
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primarily  that  of  increasing  AUMs,  the  two  in 
Breedlove  Allotment  have  an  apparent  incon- 
sistency with  the  Wilderness  Management  Policy 
and  would  not  be  permitted. 

Conclusion 

There  would  be  no  effect  on  any  existing 
projects  and  no  impact  on  grazing  as  cur- 


i#      rently  practiced  in  the  WSA.  Two  proposed 

/%S?     reservoir  projects  would  not  be  permitted  as 
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MORMON  MOUNTAINS  WSA  (NV-050-0161) 


Proposed  Action 

(Partial  Wilderness  Alternative) 

(Suitable:  123,130  acres,  Nonsuitable:  39,757 
acres) 

The  Proposed  Action  recommends  the  sub- 
circular  mountain  mass  of  the  Mormon  Mountains 
as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation.  This  in- 
cludes bajadas  stretching  from  the  flood  plain  of 
Meadow  Valley  Wash  to  the  spiny  limestone 
crags  of  Mormon  Peak,  to  the  bajadas  spilling 
into  the  Tule  Desert  to  the  east.  Recommended 
as  nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation  are 
the  southwestern  bajada  and  the  lower  edges  of 
bajadas  along  the  east. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion): 

The  central  portion  of  the  area  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation  is  completely 
natural  except  for  three  big  game  guzzlers  on 
the  northern  side  and  some  minor  fencing  on  the 
east.  Due  to  design  and  siting  and  lack  of 
vegetative  screening,  these  guzzlers  affect  a 
fairly  wide  area.  Four  water  catchments  would 
be  built.  Design,  siting,  materials  and  construction 
methods  would  conserve  naturalness.  No  other 
projects  are  proposed  which  would,  in  any  way, 
affect  naturalness. 

In  the  area  surrounding  the  central  portion, 
naturalness  is  intruded  by  ways  and  cherrystem 
roads  which  penetrate  toward  the  center  of  the 
WSA  about  every  four  to  seven  miles  around  the 
rim.  Old  range  projects  and  old  mining  activities 
have  intruded  other  areas.  Existing  projects  con- 
sist of  twenty-one  small  game  guzzlers,  fences, 
one  corral,  four  spring  developments,  two  miles 
of  pipelines,  and  four  troughs.  Many  of  these 
intrusions  are  located  in  deep  canyons  and  that, 
in  conjunction  with  the  fact  that  a  user  cannot 
traverse  enough  of  the  area  at  one  time  to  notice 
the  imprints,  substantially  ameliorates  their  effect 
and  the  area  appears  mostly  natural. 

In  the  area  surrounding  the  central  portion,  one 
water  catchment,  eight  big  game  guzzlers  and 
several  gap  fences  would  be  built  using  non- 
impairment  standards.  Three  spring  redevelop- 
ments,  including  pipelines  and  associated  water 
storage  facilities  would  be  installed.  Some  local 
impairment  of  naturalness  would  occur,  affecting 
about  twenty  acres.  On  the  southeastern  side,  a 
well  may  be  installed.  Use  of  non-impairment 
standards  would  reduce  the  effect  on  naturalness 
to  the  localized  area.  The  total  direct  effects  on 


naturalness  would  involve  approximately  twenty- 
five  acres. 

Small  game  guzzlers  would  be  maintained  using 
non-motorized  access  in  the  inner  portions  of 
the  area  recommended  as  suitable  Twelve  of  the 
existing  small  game  guzzlers  would  continue  to 
be  maintained  by  a  combination  of  driving  and 
walking.  All  are  located  either  close  to  the 
boundary  of  this  alternative  or  to  cherrystemmed 
roads. 

Existing  and  proposed  wildlife  and  livestock 
projects  totaling  1 1  big  game  guzzlers,  5  catch- 
ments, 23  small  game  guzzlers,  4  spring  develop- 
ments (3  of  which  would  be  redeveloped),  1  well, 
and  1  corral  would  impair  wilderness  on  2,200 
acres.  There  are  seventeen  miles  of  cherrystem 
roads  within  the  area  recommended  as  suitable 
and  nine  miles  which  border  it.  These  affect 
naturalness  on  1,600  acres.  The  closure  of  24 
miles  of  ways  would  improve  naturalness  on 
1 ,800  acres.  Naturalness  would  be  affected  on  a 
total  of  3,800  acres. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Numerous  routes  of  access  and  relative  proximity 
to  Interstate  1 5  make  this  WSA  an  easily  reached 
destination  for  both  primitive  recreationists  and 
motorized  users.  Around  the  edges  of  the  WSA, 
because  of  ease  of  access  from  peripheral  roads, 
penetrating  ways,  and  relatively  flat  valleys,  ORV 
use  has  created  some  tracks  and  ways  on  the 
southwestern,  southern,  and  southeastern  areas 
and  would  continue  to  create  new  ways  along 
the  eastern  and  northeastern  sides  in  the  areas 
recommended  as  nonsuitable.  These  and  other 
activities  which  are  likely  to  occur  would  de- 
preciate naturalness  over  the  long  term.  In  the 
southwest,  some  of  the  large  blocks  of  mining 
claims  would  see  some  exploration  activity,  re- 
sulting in  the  construction  of  four  miles  of  new 
roads  and  approximately  fifteen  acres  of  surface 
disturbance.  This  would  result  in  impairment  of 
naturalness  on  five  hundred  acres.  ORV  use  of 
the  bajada  would  affect  naturalness  over  most  of 
14,700  acres  of  the  southwestern  portion. 

On  the  eastern  and  western  sides  geophysical 
exploration  would  disturb  a  total  of  ten  acres 
and  two  exploratory  wells  a  total  of  twenty  acres, 
plus  result  in  three-fourths  mile  of  new  roads. 
These  activities  would  impair  naturalness  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  activity.  ORV  use  here  would  also 
affect  naturalness  over  approximately  10,200 
acres.  Because  of  proximity  to  the  Meadow 
Valley  Wash  road  and  to  the  railroad,  one  sand 
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and  gravel  permit  would  be  issued,  disturbing 
less  than  ten  acres.  Two  small  game  guzzlers 
and  one  small  exclosure  would  be  maintained 
by  vehicular  access. 

Solitude  (Suitable  Portion): 

Solitude  is  readily  obtainable  because  of  higher 
vegetation  above  5,000  feet  and  outstanding 
topographic  features.  High  cliffs,  rugged  peaks, 
deeply  cut  canyons,  washes  and  draws  charac- 
terize most  of  the  area  recommended  as  suitable. 
Around  the  rugged  central  portion,  lying  like  a 
doughnut,  is  terrain  ranging  from  very  moun- 
tainous through  foothills  to  gentle  bajadas.  There- 
fore topographic  screening  ranges  from  excellent 
to  moderate.  Vast  acreages  lend  to  a  sense  of 
solitude  even  on  open  bajadas.  Activities  as- 
sociated with  project  maintenance  and  construc- 
tion would  cause  occasional  localized,  temporary 
loss  of  solitude  in  the  vicinity  of  the  activity. 
Because  of  heavy  visitation  in  limited  portions  of 
the  area,  solitude  would  be  slightly  depreciated 
during  high  use  times  of  the  year. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Along  the  eastern  side  in  the  areas  extending 
from  the  foothills  to  the  boundary  on  the  lower 
bajada  slopes,  occasional  vehicle  passage  on 
roads  bounding  the  WSA  would  cause  a  tem- 
porary loss  of  solitude  due  to  the  great  distances 
that  they  can  be  seen.  A  large  increase  in 
visitation  would  result  in  a  loss  of  solitude  in  the 
more  heavily  traveled  routes  during  high  use 
times  of  the  year.  On  the  lower  elevations,  low 
vegetation,  wide  open,  low  relief  bajada  country 
creates  solitude  due  to  the  vast  openness  of  the 
area,  but  it  is  easily  intruded  by  distant  vehicles. 
Geophysical  exploration  and  exploratory  well 
drilling  would  cause  occasional,  temporary  loss 
of  solitude  in  areas  adjacent  to  the  activities. 
Because  primitive  recreation  opportunities  are 
limited  on  the  bajadas,  the  effect  of  intrusive  acti- 
vities would  be  limited  as  visitation  would  be  light. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Suitable  Portion): 

Numerous  dayhikes  are  possible  commencing 
from  trailheads  at  the  ends  of  various  ways  and 
cherrystem  roads  and  from  peripheral  roads. 
These  hikes  can  be  used  to  explore  side  canyons, 
rock-shelters  and  caves,  to  cross  the  range  from 
side  to  side  or  to  attain  the  summit.  Starting 
points  and  destinations  could  be  Hackberry  and 
Davies  springs,  other  routes  would  go  up  Toquop 
Wash  from  the  east  or  remote,  enclosed  Henrie 
Canyon  on  the  northwest.  The  large  majority  of 
the  area  offers  challenging  and  scenic  hiking 
opportunities.  Backpacking  in  cooler  parts  of  the 


year  is  a  very  favorable  experience  in  a  spec- 
tacular environment.  The  central  area  is  prime 
for  climbing  and  scrambling.  Several  peaks  are 
available  and  cliffs  of  five  hundred  to  one 
thousand  feet  are  present.  Mormon  Mountain 
Peak  and  various  associated  ridges  and  peaks 
are  extremely  rugged  and  photogenic. 

Motor  vehicle  use  on  cherrystem  roads  would 
depreciate  hiking  enjoyment  along  these  routes 
and  cause  hikers  to  leave  these  for  cross- 
country hikes.  Because  much  of  the  area  is  very 
rugged,  these  forays  would  be  challenging.  In 
the  spectacular,  rugged  Moapa  Peak  area, 
climbing  and  scrambling  would  remain  popular. 
Other  less  attractive  opportunities  exist  in  the 
remainder  of  the  area.  Nature  study  and  photo- 
graphic opportunities  are  good  to  excellent  with 
interesting  plant  communities,  bighorn  sheep, 
vast  desert  vistas  and  extremely  rugged  peaks. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  values  are 
generally  lower  in  the  flatter  areas  recommended 
as  nonsuitable.  Motor  vehicle  use  on  cherrystem 
roads  and  on  new  roads  and  ways  which  would 
be  constructed  would  depreciate  hiking  enjoy- 
ment along  these  routes  Opportunities  to  hike, 
photograph  and  observe  interesting  plant  com- 
munities would  persist  in  some  of  this  area,  but 
would  be  depreciated  over  much  of  the  area 
over  the  long  term. 

Special  Features  (Suitable  Portion): 

Special  features  include  botanical,  geological, 
zoological  and  speleological  values.  A  relict 
ponderosa  pine  stand  near  the  summit  and 
bighorn  sheep  offer  splendid  nature  study  and 
photographic  opportunities.  Geological  interests 
include  the  oldest  rocks  in  the  Caliente  Planning 
Unit,  collectable  mineral  specimens  and  several 
thrust  plates.  The  geological  features  would  not 
be  affected  in  any  substantial  way  by  designation 
or  non-designation.  Fossils  are  abundant  in 
some  areas  and  the  botanical  communities  are 
of  considerable  scientific  interest.  Designation 
would  provide  an  additional  level  of  protection 
for  these  features  from  a  variety  of  surface 
disturbances.  Botanical  values  may  include 
endemic  plant  species.  Prairie  falcons  (State- 
protected),  northern  spotted  bats  and  golden 
eagles  (Federally  protected)  occur  in,  may  pass 
through,  or  may  be  present  (bat)  in  the  WSA. 
Desert  tortoise  occur  in  the  southeastern  area  of 
the  WSA.  Wilderness  designation  would  provide 
greater  assurance  that  the  habitat  of  these 
species  would  remain  undisturbed.  Some  undis- 
turbed or  relatively  undisturbed  caves,  one  with 
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unique  formations  (ball  stalactites),  would  be 
protected  and  would  provide  spelunking  and 
scientific  study  opportunities.  Numerous  valuable 
archeological  sites  are  present  throughout  the 
WSA  and  would  receive  increased  protection 
from  vehicle-borne  vandals. 

Special  Features  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Special  features  include  geological,  botanical, 
zoological  and  cultural  items.  Geological  interests 
include  collectable  mineral  specimens.  The  geolo- 
gical features  would  not  be  affected  in  any  sub- 
stantial way  by  designation  or  non-designation. 
Caves  are  present  which  would  provide  spe- 
lunking and  scientific  study  opportunities  but 
would  more  subject  to  vandalism.  Botanical 
values  include  one  possible  state-listed  plant 
Meadow  Valley  Range  sandwort  (Arenaria 
stenomeres))  that  may  be  present  within  the 
WSA  and  the  possible  occurrence  of  endemic 
plant  species.  Prairie  falcons  (State-protected), 
northern  spotted  bat  and  golden  eagles  (Federally 
protected)  occur  in,  may  pass  through,  or  may 
be  present  (bat)  in  the  area.  Non-designation 
would  not  provide  the  greater  protection  to  the 
habitat  of  these  species  from  surface  disturbance 
that  designation  would  and  activities  in  this  area 
may  affect  some  habitat. 

Archeological  values  present  include  a  rock 
alignment,  rock-shelter  with  art  and  two  historic 
sites.  These  would  provide  enjoyment  to  the 
visitor  over  the  short  term,  but  would  gradually 
lose  their  integrity  as  more  access  development 
and  consequent  increased  motorized  visitation 
brings  vandalism. 

Conclusion 

This  alternative  best  preserves  the  WSA's 
wilderness  and  primitive  recreation  values 
through  incorporating  the  finest  of  these 
values  in  the  area  recommended  as  suitable, 
while  recommending  as  nonsuitable,  those 
areas  having  lower  values  and  greater  po- 
tential for  conflict  with  competing  resources 
such  as  mining  exploration  and  motorized 
recreation. 

The  area  recommended  as  suitable  would 
preserve  wilderness  and  primitive  recreation 
values  which  are  outstanding,  making  this 
area  of  spectacular  peaks,  deep  canyons 
and  large  vertical  cliffs  the  most  visited  of 
the  five  WSAs  being  studied  in  this  document. 
Numerous  routes  of  access  and  relative 
proximity  to  Interstate  15  make  this  WSA  an 
easily  reached  destination  for  both  primitive 
recreation ists  and  motorized  users. 


In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable, 
wilderness  and  primitive  recreation  values 
ranging  from  moderate  to  good  would  be 
lost.  Continued  activities  on  the  gentler  por- 
tions would,  over  the  long  term,  cause  de- 
terioration of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primi- 
tive recreation  values  over  the  southwestern 
and  eastern  portions.  Mining  mining  explora- 
tion would  affect  the  southwestern  section 
of  the  WSA.  Geophysical  exploration  would 
disturb  ten  acres  and  two  exploratory  wells 
would  result  in  three-fourths  mile  of  new 
road  and  twenty  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 
Since  the  southwestern  area  is  low  vegeta- 
tion, open,  low  relief  bajada  country,  wilder- 
ness values  are  somewhat  limited.  Con- 
sequently, disturbing  activities  would  have  a 
limited  impact  on  deterioration  of  these 
values. 

Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  1 23,1 30  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
entry  under  the  mining  laws.  The  39,757  acres 
recommended  as  nonsuitable  would  remain 
available  for  entry  under  these  laws.  In  the  area 
designated  as  wilderness,  no  exploration  or 
development  would  occur  except  on  claims 
having  valid  discoveries  at  the  time  of  designation. 

Two  groups  of  mining  claims  lie  within  the  area 
recommended  as  suitable.  In  the  north-central 
area  is  a  block  of  approximately  fifty  acres  of 
claims.  In  the  southeastern  area  are  approxi- 
mately five  hundred  acres  of  claims  scattered  in 
three  locations.  There  is  a  block  of  approximately 
9,800  acres  of  claims  on  the  southwestern  bajada 
in  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable. 

There  are  occurrences  of  chemical/metallurgical 
grade  limestone.  Portions  of  the  WSA  have 
moderate  to  high  potential  for  the  occurrence  of 
locatable  metallic  minerals.  Their  presence  in 
economic  circumstances  remains  to  be  demon- 
strated, however.  Exploration  or  development  is 
not  expected  for  limestone  due  to  the  rough 
terrain,  distance  to  markets  and  availability  of 
exploitable  limestone  resources  closer  to  popula- 
tion centers  and  rail  lines. 

Some  exploration  activities  would  take  place  on 
mining  claims  on  the  southwestern  bajada  in  the 
area  recommended  as  nonsuitable.  Due  to  a 
lack  of  present  indication  that  precious  metals 
exist  either  in  economic  quantities  or  concentra- 
tions, development  is  not  anticipated.  Because 
geochemical   anomalies   indicate   exploration 
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potential,  designation  constitutes  an  impact  to 
exploration  opportunities.  Little  impact  on  the 
development  of  both  metallic  and  nonmetallic 
minerals  is  foreseen  due  to  the  general  lack  of 
known  economic  deposits  and  all  but  hobby 
prospecting  activity. 

Leasable  Minerals 

Lands  within  the  123,130  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  not  be  available  for  leasing 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws  if  surface 
occupancy  is  required.  The  39,757  acres  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  under 
these  laws.  Regardless  of  wilderness  status, 
exploration  in  the  central  portion  of  the  area 
recommended  as  suitable  would  not  be  antici- 
pated due  to  the  precipitous  terrain  over  much 
of  its  surface. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  explora- 
tion is  expected  to  occur  on  the  southwestern 
third  and  in  the  central-eastern  portion.  Projected 
activities  include  geophysical  data  gathering 
and  drilling  two  exploratory  wells.  Since  the 
more  accessible  and  more  promising  areas  of 
the  WSA  remain  open  to  leasing  in  this  alternative, 
little  effect  on  potential  hydrocarbon  availability 
is  anticipated. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  are  abundant,  particularly  along 
the  outer  edges  of  the  WSA.  Because  of  remote- 
ness from  markets,  these  deposits  are  largely 
valueless.  Due  to  the  close  location  of  the 
Meadow  Valley  Wash  road  and  the  railroad,  a 
limited  market  to  service  these  facilities  exists 
and  it  is  anticipated  that  one  pit  would  open 
along  the  southwestern  fringe  of  the  WSA  as  a 
result. 

Conclusion 

Limestone  is  unmarketable  due  to  distance 
to  markets  and  abundance  of  more  accessible 
deposits.  Other  nonmetallic  minerals  are  not 
thought  to  exist  at  economic  concentrations 
and  quantities.  Portions  of  the  WSA  exhibit 
anomalous  metallic  mineral  concentrations 
and  thus  designation  would  create  impacts 
to  further  exploration  ranging  from  not  signifi- 
cant to  significant.  Oil  and  gas  prospects  are 
at  a  rank  wildcat  level  in  the  WSA.  The 
extremely  limited  market  for  sand  and  gravel 
resources  would  be  partially  met  by  the  pit 
in  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable. 
Oil  and  gas  leasing,  exploration  and  develop- 
ment can  occur  in  the  more  accessible  and 
more  prospective  areas  of  the  WSA  which 
are  mostly  recommended  as  nonsuitable. 


Remaining  sand  and  gravel  demand  would 
be  met  by  resources  outside  the  WSA  which 
are  abundant  and  convenient  in  the  region. 
The  effect  of  this  alternative  on  minerals 
development  would  be  limited. 

Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  123,130 
acres  of  the  WSA  to  motorized  recreational  use. 
Approximately  thirty-five  miles  of  cherrystem 
roads  would  remain  open,  but  eighteen  miles  of 
ways  would  be  closed.  The  southwestern  bajada 
and  lower  portions  of  basins  along  the  eastern 
side,  all  of  which  are  easily  accessible  to  motor- 
ized vehicles,  would  remain  open.  The  south- 
eastern basin,  now  used  by  motorized  vehicles, 
would  be  closed.  Because  of  cherrystem  roads 
and  two  long  ways  which  cross  the  southwestern 
bajada  of  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable, 
this  alternative  leaves  much  of  the  area  and 
routes  available  to  motorized  vehicles  open  to 
continued  use. 

In  the  123,130  acres  recommended  as  suitable, 
designation  would  reduce  the  estimated  current 
annual  motorized  recreational  use  of  180  visitor 
days,  to  75  visitor-days. 

In  the  39,757  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable, 
motorized  recreational  use  would  rise  from  the 
current  estimated  annual  use  of  330  visitor- 
days,  to  525  visitor-days  in  the  foreseeable 
future. 

Conclusion 

The  bulk  of  the  area  available  to  vehicles 
currently  would  remain  available. 

Impacts  on  Production  of  Bighorn  Sheep 

Bighorn  sheep  proponents  consider  the  Mormon 
Mountains  as  an  area  of  intensive,  project 
oriented  sheep  management.  Initial  projects 
created  some  conflicts  with  wilderness  values 
and  consequently,  habitat  manipulation  pro- 
ponents perceived  wilderness  designation  as  an 
obstacle  to  projects  and  opposed  wilderness 
status.  Subsequent  projects  in  other  WSAs  have 
proven  that  sensitivity  to  wilderness  values  in 
design,  materials,  siting  and  construction  methods 
results  in  non-impairing,  lower  maintenance  and 
more  reliable  wildlife  projects. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  there  are 
three  big  game  guzzlers  and  numerous  gap 
fences.  One  of  the  smaller  big  game  guzzlers 
has  operated  with  moderate  reliability,  while  the 
other  has  failed  to  operate  and  was  recently 
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repaired.  The  larger  big  game  guzzler  has 
operated,  but  not  at  design  levels.  Achieving 
better  operational  performance  and  lessening 
its  effect  on  naturalness  in  its  vicinity  may  require 
project  redesign.  A  scaled  down,  redesigned 
and  slightly  relocated  version  would  meet  both 
wildlife  needs  and  wilderness  requirements.  The 
guzzlers  and  the  fences  would  be  maintained  by 
foot  or  by  horseback.  Some,  but  not  all,  of  these 
projects  are  presently  reachable  by  vehicle.  Main- 
tenance or  reconstruction  of  the  big  game 
guzzlers  and  the  fences  involves  access  by  a 
combination  motorized  vehicle  and  horse  or 
foot.  Since  wilderness  designation  would  pre- 
clude access  by  motorized  vehicle,  this  alternative 
would  render  maintenance  and  reconstruction 
more  difficult. 

There  is  a  proposal  to  convert  an  area  of  approxi- 
mately 4,600  acres  in  the  upper  part  of  the  WSA 
to  grass  and  forbs  from  the  current  brush  and 
pinyon-juniper  vegetation  type.  Approximately 
twenty-five  percent  of  the  type  would  be  con- 
verted to  form  fingers  and  islands  of  trees  and 
brush  or  grass.  Because  the  terrain  is  rough,  fire 
would  be  used,  either  as  prescribed  or  as  let- 
burn  prescription  wildfire.  The  result  would  be 
reintroduction  of  fire  into  the  ecosystem  where  it 
has  been  excluded  by  fire  control  and  a  probable 
increase  in  bighorn  sheep  within  four  years  of 
twenty-five  percent  above  the  low  point  reached 
several  years  ago  when  a  die-off  occurred. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  two 
quail  guzzlers  would  continue  to  be  reached 
and  maintained  by  a  combination  of  driving  and 
walking. 

Conclusion 

Wilderness  designation  may  require  changes 
with  one  big  game  guzzler  and  additional 
requirements  in  the  reconstruction  and  main- 
tenance of  others.  Installation  of  these  pro- 
jects would  become  more  difficult.  A  vegeta- 
tion management  project  may  be  compatible 
with  the  goal  of  reintroducing  fire  into  the 
ecosystem  and  would  increase  bighorn  sheep 
numbers  as  well.  Bighorn  sheep  and  quail 
habitat  would  receive  greater  protection  from 
intrusions  and  from  surface  disturbing 
activities. 

Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

There  have  been  260  cultural  resource  sites 
recorded  in  this  WSA.  This  alternative  incor- 
porates 114  roasting  pits,  17  lithic  scatters,  20 
rock-shelters  with  art,  14  historic  sites  and  8 
rock  features  within  the  area  recommended  as 
suitable.  All  of  these  sites  are  considered  as 


significant.  A  study  commissioned  by  BLM 
(Chambers  Consultants  and  Planners,  1983), 
recommended  that  all  of  the  following  site  types 
be  saved:  1)  Caves  or  shelters  with  rock  art,  2) 
Shelter/roasting  pit  complexes,  3)  Segments  of 
the  early  railroad  bed  and  associated  materials 
and  4)  possibly,  early  structures  in  Carp.  The 
report  also  recommended  saving  samples  of:  1) 
Roasting  pits,  2)  Caves  or  shelters,  3)  Artifact 
scatters  and  isolated  artifacts  including  those  of 
the  post  white  contact  period. 

This  alternative  would  preserve  the  majority  of 
these  site  types  from  surface  disturbing  activities 
and  from  vandalism.  Wilderness  designation 
would  close  all  existing  ways  in  the  area  recom- 
mended as  suitable,  many  of  which  provide 
access  to  numerous  cultural  resource  sites. 
Cherrystem  roads  would  remain  open,  but  only 
one  has  numbers  of  sites  in  its  vicinity.  Even  on 
cherrystem  roads,  increased  wilderness-related 
patrol  activity  would  elevate  the  level  of  protection 
above  that  which  exists  currently. 

The  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable  contains 
one  rock  alignment,  one  rock-shelter  with  art 
and  two  historic  sites.  Within  the  area  recom- 
mended as  suitable,  but  adjacent  to  the  non- 
suitable  area  are  three  roasting  pits  and  a  rock- 
shelter  with  art.  Access  to  these  would  remain 
easy  and  vandalism  may  occur,  although  wilder- 
ness area  patrol  would  offer  additional  protection 
to  these  sites  as  it  would  to  three  sites  deeper  in 
the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable.  Similarly, 
two  rock-shelters  located  near  the  boundary, 
one  inside  the  area  recommended  as  suitable 
and  one  outside  it,  would  receive  additional 
protection  through  wilderness  patrol. 

Conclusion 

This  alternative  maximizes  protection  to  the 
numerous  significant  cultural  resource  sites 
present  in  the  Mormon  Mountains  through 
protection  from  surface  disturbing  activities 
and  through  increased  patrol  activity  which 
would  reduce  the  potential  for  vandalism. 
Even  for  the  four  sites  outside  but  close  to 
the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  wilder- 
ness patrol  offers  added  protection  from 
vandalism,  though  not  from  non-discretionary 
surface  disturbing  activities. 
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Adverse  Impacts  Which 
Cannot  Be  Avoided 

The  unavoidable  adverse  impact  would  be  the 
loss  of  physical  wilderness  values  due  to  a 
vocational  mining  exploration,  one  exploratory 
well  drilled  for  hydrocarbons  and  ORV  use  on 
roads,  ways,  and  off-road  in  the  flatter  areas. 
This  would  affect  the  bajadas  on  the  WSA's 
northeastern,  eastern  and  southwestern  sides. 

Relationship  Between  Short-term  Uses 
of  Man's  Environment  and  the 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of 
Long-term  Productivity 

On  the  126,130  acres  designated  as  wilderness, 
wilderness  values  would  be  totally  protected.  On 
portions  of  the  39,757  acres  not  designated  as 
wilderness,  all  present  uses  along  with  new 
uses  would  continue.  Motorized  recreational 
use,  energy  exploration,  mining  claim  assess- 
ment work  and  sand  and  gravel  pit  operations 
would  substantially  reduce  wilderness  values 
on  10,200  acres. 

Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

On  the  126,130  acres  designated  as 
wilderness,  irreversible  and  irretrievable 
commitments  of  wilderness  values  are  not 
expected.  On  the  39,757  acres  not  designated, 
mining  exploration,  sand  and  gravel 
operations  and  ORV  use  would  create  an 
irreversible  and  irretrievable  commitment  of 
physical  wilderness  resources. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

(Suitable:  162,887  acres,  Nonsuitable:  0  acres) 

The  All  Wilderness  alternative  recommends  the 
sub-circular  mountain  mass  of  the  Mormon 
Mountains  as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 
This  includes  bajadas  stretching  from  the  flood 
plain  of  Meadow  Valley  Wash  to  the  spiny  lime- 
stone crags  of  Mormon  Peak,  across  to  the 
bajadas  which  spill  into  the  Tule  Desert  on  the 
east. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness: 

Although  there  are  numerous  intrusions  scattered 
through  the  WSA,  there  is  an  overall  quality  of 
naturalness  due  to  the  area's  vast  size  and 
physical  characteristics.  It  is  a  domed,  sub- 
circular  mountain  mass,  intruded  by  frequent, 


deep  canyons,  surrounded  by  foothills,  then 
bajadas.  On  the  south,  knife-like  Moapa  Peak 
rises  from  foothills  and  bajadas,  forming  an 
enclosed  space  from  the  WSA's  south  edge  to 
the  central  peaks.  Canyons  radiate  in  all  direc- 
tions from  the  center,  which  is  a  massive  jumble 
of  craggy  limestone  peaks,  cliffs  of  five  hundred 
to  one  thousand  feet,  deep  canyons  and  narrow 
to  broad  ridges.  Intrusions  which  consist  of 
ways,  wildlife  and  range  projects,  and  scattered 
old  mines  and  mining  exploration,  lie  in  these 
canyons  and  are  screened  by  topography.  Com- 
bined with  this  fact,  is  the  fact  that  the  user 
cannot  traverse  enough  of  the  area  at  one  time 
to  notice  the  imprints.  This  substantially  amelior- 
ates their  effect  and  thus  the  area  appears 
mostly  natural.  In  this  alternative,  these  values 
would  be  readily  retained  over  most  of  the  WSA. 

Ways  and  cherrystem  roads  penetrate  this  WSA 
radially  every  four  to  seven  miles,  reaching 
within  a  few  miles  of  the  center.  Near  the  north- 
central  area  are  three  big  game  guzzlers.  These 
affect  a  fairly  wide  area  due  to  their  design, 
siting,  construction  and  materials,  and  a  lack  of 
arboreal  vegetation  in  the  area.  Twenty-three 
quail  guzzlers  affect  only  a  limited  area  in  their 
vicinity.  Old  range  projects  and  old  mining  activi- 
ties have  intruded  other  areas.  Newer  projects 
consist  of  fences,  a  corral,  four  spring  develop- 
ments, five  miles  of  pipelines  and  four  troughs. 
Closure  of  twenty-six  miles  of  ways,  old  project 
rehabilitation  and  repair  of  old  prospecting  sites 
would  improve  naturalness  in  the  WSA. 

Eight  big  game  guzzlers,  five  water  catchments 
and  several  more  gap  fences  would  be  con- 
structed using  non-impairing  means  of  access, 
design,  siting,  construction  methods  and  materi- 
als. Naturalness  would  be  affected  on  ten  acres 
due  to  surface  disturbance,  and  visually  on 
about  five  hundred  acres.  Use  of  motorized 
equipment  in  accomplishing  three  spring  rede- 
velopment^ along  with  replacement  of  pipelines 
and  water  storage  facilities  would  cause  surface 
disturbance  on  about  twenty  acres  and  local 
impairment  of  naturalness.  Most  of  the  disturb- 
ance would  be  confined  to  existing  ways,  which 
would  then  be  rehabilitated.  However,  considera- 
tion of  wilderness  preservation  criteria  in  ac- 
complishing these  projects,  would  result  in 
minimal  effects.  ORV  use  has  created  tracks  and 
ways  on  the  southwestern,  southern  and  south- 
eastern edges.  Because  of  ease  of  access  from 
peripheral  roads,  the  relatively  flat  valleys  would 
receive  some  occasional  ORV  incursions  which 
would  result  in  new  tracks  and  ways  along  the 
southwestern,  southern,  southeastern,  eastern, 
northeastern  and  northern  sides.  Wildlife  and 
livestock  water  developments  and  38  miles  of 
cherrystem  roads  would  affect  naturalness  over 
a  total  of  approximately  4,700  acres. 
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Solitude: 

Solitude  would  be  temporarily  affected  during 
project  construction  and  maintenance  in  the 
vicinity  on  several  hundred  acres.  Use  would 
become  concentrated  in  the  more  popular  por- 
tions of  the  area,  thus  affecting  solitude  in  the 
busier  periods  of  use  on  about  16,000  acres. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation: 

Primitive  recreation  opportunities  abound  and 
and  would  be  benefited  by  the  removal  of  vehicles 
from  the  lower  portions  of  the  WSA  and  the 
ending  of  mining  exploration.  These  values  would 
be  temporarily  affected  by  intermittent  traffic  on 
the  cherrystem  roads. 

Special  Features: 

Special  features  include  botanical,  geological, 
zoological,  speleological  and  cultural  resource 
values.  A  relict  ponderosa  pine  stand  near  the 
summit  and  bighorn  sheep  offer  splendid  nature 
study  and  photographic  opportunities.  Fossils 
are  abundant  in  some  areas  and  the  botanical 
communities  are  of  considerable  scientific  in- 
terest. Botanical  values  include  one  state-listed 
plant  Meadow  Valley  Range  sandwort  (Arenaria 
stenomeres))  that  may  be  present  within  the 
WSA  and  the  possible  occurrence  of  endemic 
plant  species.  Desert  tortoises  (State-listed  rare), 
prairie  falcons  (State-protected),  northern  spotted 
bats  and  golden  eagles  (Federally  protected) 
occur  in,  may  pass  through,  or  may  be  present 
(bat)  in  the  WSA.  Some  undisturbed,  or  relatively 
undisturbed  caves,  one  with  unique  formations 
(ball  stalactites)  would  be  protected  and  would 
provide  spelunking  and  scientific  study  oppor- 
tunities. Geological  interests  include  the  oldest 
rocks  in  the  Caliente  Planning  Unit,  collectable 
mineral  specimens  and  several  thrust  plates. 

Archeological  values  present  include  numerous 
roasting  pits,  pictographs,  petroglyphs  and  rock- 
shelters.  These  would  provide  enjoyment  to  the 
visitor.  Designation  would  provide  for  the  long- 
term  integrity  of  these  sites,  as  they  would  be 
protected  from  surface  disturbing  activities,  and 
consequently,  would  not  have  to  be  salvaged  in 
order  to  preserve  their  informational  content. 

Wilderness  designation  would  provide  greater 
assurance  that  the  habitat  of  both  plant  and 
animal  species  would  remain  undisturbed  and 
that  those  of  the  area's  special  features  which 
are  susceptible  to  surface  disturbance,  would 
remain  protected  under  this  alternative. 


Conclusion 

The  area  recommended  as  suitable  would 
preserve  wilderness  and  primitive  recreation 
values  ranging  from  good  to  outstanding. 
This  area  of  spectacular  peaks,  deep  can- 
yons, rolling  hills,  sprawling  bajadas,  and 
large  vertical  cliffs  is  the  most  visited  of  the 
five  WSAs  being  studied  in  this  document. 
Numerous  projects,  ways  and  cherrystem 
roads  intrude  areas  throughout  the  WSA 
but,  due  to  the  nature  of  the  terrain,  affect 
only  limited  local  areas.  A  wide  variety  of 
special  features  would  be  preserved.  Designa- 
tion would  cause  the  closing  of  ways,  the 
rehabilitation  of  some  old  projects  and  the 
long-term  availability  of  easily  accessible, 
heavily  visited,  outstanding  wilderness 
resources. 

Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  162,887  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  entry  under 
the  mining  laws.  In  the  north-central  area  is  a 
block  of  approximately  fifty  acres  of  claims.  In 
the  southeast  are  approximately  500  acres  of 
claims  scattered  over  three  locations  and  there 
is  a  block  of  approximately  9,800  acres  of  claims 
in  the  southwest.  No  exploration  or  development 
would  occur  except  on  claims  having  valid 
discoveries  at  the  time   of  designation. 

There  are  occurrences  of  chemical/metallurgical 
grade  limestone.  Portions  of  the  WSA  have 
moderate  to  high  potential  for  the  occurrence  of 
locatable  metallic  minerals.  Their  presence  in 
economic  circumstances  remains  to  be  demon- 
strated, however.  Exploration  or  development  is 
not  expected  for  limestone  due  to  the  rough 
terrain,  distance  to  markets  and  availability  of 
exploitable  limestone  resources  closer  to  popu- 
lation centers  and  rail  lines.  Except  for  limestone, 
the  entire  WSA  has  low  potential  for  the  occur- 
rence of  all  locatable  nonmetallic  minerals. 

In  the  extreme  southwestern  corner,  a  block  of 
placer  claims  overlaps  the  WSA.  These  claims 
are  contiguous  to  a  much  larger  area  of  claims 
extending  south  and  west  of  the  WSA.  Exploration 
may  occur  on  these  claims  prior  to  designation 
but  development  is  not  anticipated  based  on 
present  data  for  the  area.  Minor  exploration  prior 
to  designation  is  anticipated  on  some  of  the 
scattered  claims  in  the  southeast.  Any  exploration 
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would  be  subject  to  strict  non-impairment  stan- 
dards unless  a  valid  discovery  on  the  claim  is 
demonstrated.  Some  exploration  is  anticipated 
on  claims  in  the  north-central  area. 

Because  geochemical  anomalies  indicate  ex- 
ploration potential,  designation  would  constitute 
an  impact  to  exploration  opportunities.  Little 
impact  on  the  development  of  both  metallic  and 
nonmetallic  minerals  is  foreseen  due  to  the 
general  lack  of  known  economic  deposits  and 
all  but  hobby  prospecting  activity.  Little  impact 
on  the  development  of  both  metallic  and  non- 
metallic  minerals  is  foreseen  due  to  the  general 
lack  of  known  economic  deposits. 

Leasable  Minerals 

Lands  within  the  162,887  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  not  be  available  for  leasing 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws  if  surface  occu- 
pancy is  required.  Due  to  closure  of  the  more 
accessible  and  promising  areas  of  the  WSA,  a 
minor  effect  on  potential  oil  and  gas  development 
is  extant. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  are  abundant,  particu- 
larly along  the  outer  edges  of  the  WSA.  Because 
of  remoteness  from  markets,  these  deposits  are 
largely  valueless.  However,  the  close  location  to 
the  Meadow  Valley  Wash  road  and  to  the  railroad, 
creates  a  limited  market  to  service  these  facilities. 
Since  the  area  recommended  as  suitable  couldn't 
be  used  to  supply  this  market,  other  pits  from 
abundant  nearby  supplies  would  fill  this  need. 

Conclusion 

Limestone  is  unmarketable  due  to  distance 
to  markets  and  abundance  of  more  accessible 
deposits.  Other  nonmetallic  minerals  are  not 
thought  to  exist  at  economic  concentrations 
and  quantities.  Portions  of  the  WSA  exhibit 
anomalous  metallic  mineral  concentrations 
and  thus  designation  would  create  impacts 
to  further  exploration  ranging  from  not  signifi- 
cant to  significant.  Oil  and  gas  prospects  are 
at  a  rank  wildcat  level  in  the 
WSA.  The  extremely  limited  market  for  sand 
and  gravel  resources  would  be  met  by  pits 
outside,  but  near  the  WSA.  The  effect  of  this 
alternative  on  minerals  development  would 
be  limited. 


Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  167,887 
acres  of  the  Mormon  Mountains  WSA  to  motor- 
ized recreation.  Approximately  thirty-five  miles 
of  cherrystem  roads  would  remain  open,  but 
twenty-six  miles  of  ways  would  be  closed.  The 
southwestern  bajada  and  basins  in  the  south 
and  east,  now  used  by  motorized  vehicles,  would 
be  closed.  Portions  of  90,000  acres  which,  due 
to  gentler  terrain,  are  theoretically  available  to 
motorized  vehicles,  would  be  closed.  Displaced 
ORV  use  would  be  readily  accommodated  on 
nearby  public  lands  offering  similar  opportunities. 
Designation  would  change  the  estimated  annual 
motorized  recreational  use  from  510  visitor-days 
down  to  300  visitor-days  for  the  foreseeable 
future. 

Conclusion 

The  remaining  availability  of  cherrystem  roads 
would  somewhat  reduce  the  impact  to  motor- 
ized recreation. 

Impacts  on  Production  of 
Bighorn  Sheep 

Bighorn  sheep  proponents  consider  the  Mormon 
Mountains  as  an  area  of  intensive,  project 
oriented  sheep  management.  Initial  projects 
created  some  conflicts  with  wilderness  values 
and  consequently,  habitat  manipulation  pro- 
ponents perceived  wilderness  designation  as  an 
obstacle  to  projects  and  opposed  wilderness 
status.  Subsequent  projects  in  other  WSAs  have 
proven  that  sensitivity  to  wilderness  values  in 
design,  materials,  access,  siting  and  construction 
methods  results  in  non-impairing,  lower  main- 
tenance and  more  reliable  wildlife  projects. 

Within  the  WSA,  there  are  three  big  game  guzzlers 
and  numerous  gap  fences.  One  of  the  smaller 
big  game  guzzlers  has  operated  with  moderate 
reliability  and  would  continue  to  be  maintained 
with  access  obtained  through  horse  or  foot 
travel.  Another  has  failed  to  operate  and  was 
recently  repaired.  The  larger  big  game  guzzler 
has  operated,  but  not  at  design  levels.  Achieving 
better  operational  performance  and  lessening 
its  effect  on  naturalness  in  its  vicinity  may  require 
project  redesign.  A  scaled  down,  redesigned 
and  slightly  relocated  version  would  meet  both 
wildlife  needs  and  wilderness  requirements. 
Some,  but  not  all  of  these  projects  are  presently 
reachable  by  vehicle.  Maintenance  or  reconstruc- 
tion of  the  big  game  guzzlers  and  the  fences 
involves  access  by  a  combination  of  motorized 
vehicle  and   horse  or  foot.  Since  wilderness 
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designation  would  preclude  access  by  motorized 
vehicle,  this  alternative  would  render  mainten- 
ance and  construction  more  difficult  to  the  extent 
that  access  becomes  more  difficult. 

Proposed  projects,  including  five  water  catch- 
ments, eight  big  game  guzzlers  and  several  gap 
fences,  would  be  constructed,  using  non- 
impairing  design,  siting,  construction  methods 
and  access.  This  would  involve  greater  planning 
requirements  and  more  difficulty  in  getting 
materials  to  some  of  the  sites. 

There  is  a  proposal  to  convert  an  area  of  approxi- 
mately 4,600  acres  in  the  upper  part  of  the  WSA 
to  grass  and  forbs  from  the  current  brush  and 
pinyon-juniper  vegetation  type.  Approximately 
twenty-five  percent  of  the  type  would  be  con- 
verted to  form  fingers  and  islands  of  trees  and 
brush  or  grass.  Because  the  terrain  is  rough, 
fire  would  be  used,  either  as  prescribed  or  as 
let-burn  prescribed  wildfire.  The  result  would  be 
reintroduction  of  fire  into  the  ecosystem  where  it 
has  been  excluded  by  fire  control  and  a  probable 
increase  in  bighorn  sheep,  within  four  years,  of 
twenty-five  percent  above  the  low  point  reached 
several  years  ago  when  a  die-off  occurred. 

Conclusion 

Wilderness  designation  may  require  changes 
with  one  big  game  guzzler  and  additional 
requirements  in  the  reconstruction  and  main- 
tenance of  others.  Installation  of  these  pro- 
jects would  become  more  difficult.  A  vegeta- 
tion management  project  may  be  compatible 
with  the  goal  of  reintroducing  fire  into  the 
ecosystem  and  would  increase  bighorn  sheep 
numbers  as  well. 

Impacts  On  Cultural  Resources 

There  have  been  260  cultural  resource  sites 
recorded  in  this  WSA.  Of  these  sites,  the  following 
are  considered  significant  and  are  incorporated 
into  the  area  recommended  as  suitable  in  this 
alternative:  114  roasting  pits,  17  lithic  scatters, 
20  rock-shelters  with  art,  16  historic  sites  and  9 
rock  features  within  the  area  recommended  as 
suitable.  A  study  commissioned  by  BLM  (Cham- 
bers Consultants  and  Planners,  1983),  recom- 
mended that  all  of  the  following  site  types  be 
saved:  1)  Caves  or  shelters  with  rock  art,  2) 
Shelter/roasting  pit  complexes,  3)  Segments  of 
the  early  railroad  bed  and  associated  materials 
and  4)  possibly,  early  structures  in  Carp.  The 
report  also  recommended  saving  samples  of:  1) 
Roasting  pits,  2)  Caves  or  shelters,  3)  Artifact 
scatters  and  isolated  artifacts  including  those  of 
the  post  white  contact  period. 


This  alternative  would  preserve  the  majority  of 
these  site  types  from  surface  disturbing  activities 
and  from  vandalism.  Wilderness  designation 
would  close  off  twenty-six  miles  of  existing 
ways,  many  of  which  provide  access  to  numerous 
cultural  resource  sites.  Cherrystem  roads  would 
remain  open,  but  only  one  has  a  number  of  sites 
in  its  vicinity.  Even  on  cherrystem  roads,  in- 
creased wilderness-related  patrol  activity  would 
elevate  the  level  of  protection  above  that  which 
exists  currently. 

Conclusion 

This  alternative  provides  maximum  protection 
to  176  significant  cultural  resource  sites. 
Because  surface  disturbance  from  mining, 
road  construction  and  similar  activities  is 
strictly  regulated  and  because  the  area  would 
receive  greater  attention  as  a  result  of  its 
wilderness  status,  vandalism  would  be  greatly 
reduced.  In  addition,  salvage,  as  a  result  of 
conflicts  with  projects  and  other  activities 
such  as  mining  exploration  in  the  Whitmore, 
Hackberry  and  Iron  Blossom  areas,  would 
not  be  required. 

No  Wilderness  Alternative 

(Suitable:  0  acres,  Nonsuitable:  162,887  acres) 

The  No  Wilderness  alternative  recommends  none 
of  the  Mormon  Mountains  WSA  as  suitable  for 
wilderness  designation. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness: 

Although  there  are  numerous  intrusions  scattered 
through  the  Mormon  Mountains  WSA,  there  is 
an  overall  quality  of  naturalness  due  to  the 
area's  vast  size  and  physical  characteristics. 
Physically,  it  is  a  domed,  subcircular  mountain 
mass,  surrounded  by  foothills,  then  bajadas.  On 
the  south,  knife-like  Moapa  Peak  rises  from 
foothills  and  bajadas,  forming  an  enclosed  space 
from  the  WSA's  southern  edge  to  the  central 
peaks.  Canyons  radiate  in  all  directions  from  the 
center,  which  is  a  massive  jumble  of  craggy 
limestone  peaks,  cliffs  of  five  hundred  to  one 
thousand  feet,  deep  canyons  and  narrow  to 
broad  ridges.  Most  of  the  cherrystem  roads  and 
ways,  and  most  of  the  projects  lie  in  these 
canyons,  and  are  therefore  screened  by  topo- 
graphy. Combined  with  this  fact,  is  the  fact  that 
users  cannot  traverse  enough  of  the  area  at  one 
time  to  notice  the  imprints. 
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The  precipitous  terrain  and  near  lack  of  entice- 
ments for  economic  exploitation  would  keep  the 
central  portion  of  this  WSA  as  wilderness  over 
the  long  term  except  for  Mormon  Peak.  It  is 
anticipated  that  helicopter  installed  and  serviced 
electronic  facilities,  primarily  for  the  Air  Force, 
would  impact  naturalness  at  the  summit  of 
Mormon  Peak  due  to  blasting  and  leveling, 
removal  of  vegetation  and  installation  of  antennas 
and  other  facilities.  This  would  affect  one  hundred 
acres  directly  and  eight  thousand  acres  indirectly. 
In  the  north,  motorized  vehicle  access  to  one  big 
game  guzzler,  and  to  two  other  guzzlers  nearby, 
would  keep  a  seven  mile  road  open,  thus  impact- 
ing naturalness  along  nearly  the  total  length  of 
the  canyon.  Seven  acres  would  be  directly  af- 
fected, while  some  five  hundred  acres  would  be 
indirectly  affected.  Use  of  design,  siting,  access, 
construction  methods,  and  materials  without 
regard  to  wilderness  values  in  installing  eight 
new  big  game  guzzlers,  five  catchments,  gap 
fences,  and  in  repairing  existing  ones  would 
cause  local  impairment  of  naturalness,  affecting 
11  acres  directly  and  1,500  acres  indirectly. 
Catchment  construction  would  involve  building 
two  or  three  miles  of  road.  Eight  big  game 
guzzlers  would  result  in  four  miles  of  road 
construction  and  four  acres  of  surface  disturb- 
ance. The  existing  small  game  guzzlers  would 
continue  to  be  maintained  by  a  combination  of 
walking  and  driving  and  would  continue  to  attract 
vehicle-borne  hunters  up  various  ways. 

Maintenance  of  four  spring  developments  and 
their  associated  pipelines  and  troughs,  one  corral, 
one-and-a-half  miles  of  fence  and  a  small  en- 
closure would  continue  to  affect  naturalness  in 
their  immediate  vicinity.  Three  of  these  springs 
are  proposed  for  redevelopment  which  would 
result  in  a  total  surface  disturbance  of  fifty  acres. 
Mining  exploration  around  Whitmore  Mine  would 
result  in  two  miles  of  road  construction  and  ten 
acres  or  less,  of  surface  disturbance.  Small 
mine  development  south  of  Whitmore  would 
cause  surface  disturbance  of  fifteen  acres. 
Assessment  work  on  mining  claims  on  the  south- 
western bajada  would  result  in  four  miles  of  roads 
and  fifteen  acres  of  surface  disturbance.  ORV  use 
would  affect  17,900  acres  on  the  southwestern 
and  southern  ends  of  the  WSA.  Exploration 
activities  on  scattered  areas  of  the  southeastern 
basin  would  result  in  three  to  four  miles  of  new 
roads  and  less  than  two  acres  of  surface  disturb- 
ance. In  an  area  within  a  few  miles  of  the  Iron 
Blossom  Prospect  and  surrounding  it,  exploration 
would  cause  a  surface  disturbance  of  ten  acres 
and  construction  of  three  miles  of  ways.  On  the 
eastern  and  western  sides,  geophysical  explora- 
tion would  disturb  five  acres  each  and  two 
exploratory  wells,  ten  acres  each,  plus  result  in 


three-fourths  mile  of  new  roads.  Three  sand  and 
gravel  pits  would  each  result  in  ten  acres  of 
disturbance  along  the  Meadow  Valley  Wash 
side  of  the  WSA.  These  activities  would  impair 
naturalness  directly  on  140  acres  and  indirectly 
on  1 ,200  acres  in  the  vicinity  of  the  activities,  and 
in  some  cases  such  as  the  weekend  mining  in 
the  southeastern  part,  impair  it  over  a  much 
broader  area. 

In  the  north,  in  the  area  extending  easterly  from 
the  long  cherrystem  road  and  north  of  the  foothills 
around  to  the  southeast,  ORV  use  would  create 
more  ways  and  naturalness  would  be  depreciated 
over  the  long  term  on  25,800  acres.  Similarly,  in 
the  southeast,  8,600  acres  would  be  affected. 
Small  game  guzzlers  would  continue  to  be  main- 
tained by  vehicular  access.  Four  water  catch- 
ments would  be  constructed  causing  some  local 
impairment  of  wilderness  values. 

Along  the  western  side,  vehicular  access  is 
extremely  limited  and  even  bajadas  would  retain 
wilderness  values  over  most  of  their  area.  The 
exception  would  be  approximately  2,600  acres 
along  the  cherrystem  road  leading  into  the 
western  portion  of  the  WSA.  Small  game  guzzlers 
and  the  spring  development  at  Davies  Spring 
would  be  maintained  as  presently,  by  a  combina- 
tion of  driving  and  walking. 

Thirty-eight  miles  of  cherrystem  roads  and  twenty- 
six  miles  of  ways,  which  would  result  from  ORV 
use  and  livestock  and  wildlife  water  develop- 
ments, would  impair  naturalness  on  66,900  acres. 

Solitude: 

Although  activities  in  the  surrounding  areas  would 
intrude  somewhat,  substantial  solitude  would 
remain  in  the  foreseeable  future  in  many  portions 
of  the  WSA's  central  region.  In  the  lower  regions, 
solitude  would  be  affected  when  projected  activi- 
ties described  in  the  "Naturalness"  section  are 
occurring.  This  would  affect  solitude  over  the 
long  term  on  an  intermittent  basis  on  most  of  the 
same  acreage  as  identified  as  being  affected  in 
the  "Naturalness"  analysis. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation: 

Numerous  routes  of  access  and  relative  proximity 
to  Interstate  1 5  make  this  WSA  an  easily  reached 
destination  for  both  primitive  recreationists  and 
motorized  users.  Primitive  recreation  opportuni- 
ties range  from  good  to  outstanding.  Dayhikes 
could  commence  from  trailheads  at  the  ends  of 
various  ways  and  cherrystem  roads.  These  hikes 
can  be  used  to  explore  side  canyons,  rock- 
shelters  and  caves,  to  cross  the  range  from  side 
to  side  or  to  attain  the  summit.  Starting  points  or 
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destinations  could  be  Hackberry  or  Davies 
Springs.  Other  routes  could  go  up  Toquop  Wash 
from  the  east  or  remote,  enclosed  Henrie  Canyon 
on  the  northwest.  Backpacking  in  cooler  parts  of 
the  year  would  be  a  very  favorable  experience  in 
a  spectacular  environment.  The  central  area  is 
prime  for  climbing  and  scrambling.  Several  peaks 
are  available  and  cliffs  of  five  hundred  feet  to 
one  thousand  feet  are  present.  Mormon  Mountain 
peak  and  various  associated  ridges  and  peaks 
are  extremely  rugged  and  photogenic.  Motor 
vehicle  use  of  existing  travel  routes,  and  new 
ones  which  would  be  constructed,  would  de- 
preciate hiking  enjoyment  along  these  routes 
and  cause  hikers  to  leave  them  for  cross-country 
hikes.  Because  much  of  the  area  is  very  rugged, 
these  forays  would  be  challenging.  In  the  spec- 
tacular, rugged  Moapa  Peak  area,  climbing  and 
scrambling  would  remain  popular.  Other,  less 
attractive  opportunities  exist  in  the  remainder  of 
the  area. 

Other  resource  activities  likely  to  occur  in  the 
outer  two-thirds  of  the  WSA  would  depreciate 
many  of  the  preceding  opportunities  in  the  fore- 
seeable future.  Primitive  recreation  opportunities 
would  remain  intact  in  the  two  or  three  square 
miles  of  the  Moapa  Peak  ridge  and  in  the 
Mormon  Mountain  central  area,  but  ways  result- 
ing from  ORV  use  would  proliferate  around  the 
base. 

Special  Features: 

Special  features  include  botanical,  zoological, 
geological,  speleological  and  archeological 
values.  A  relict  ponderosa  pine  stand  near  the 
summit  and  bighorn  sheep  offer  splendid  nature 
study  and  photographic  opportunities.  The  botan- 
ical communities  are  of  considerable  scientific 
interest.  Botanical  values  include  the  possible 
occurrence  of  endemic  plant  species  and  a 
possible  state-listed  plant,  the  Meadow  Valley 
Range  sandwort  (Arenaria  stenomeres  ).  Prairie 
falcons  (State-protected),  desert  tortoises  (State- 
listed  rare),  northern  spotted  bats  and  golden 
eagles  (Federally  protected)  occur  in,  may  pass 
through,  or  may  be  present  (bat)  in  the  WSA. 
Non-designation  would  not  provide  the  greater 
protection  to  the  habitat  of  both  the  plant  and 
animal  species  from  surface  disturbance  that 
designation  would  and  activities  in  this  area  may 
affect  some  habitat.  Geological  interests  include 
the  oldest  rocks  in  the  Caliente  Planning  Unit, 
collectable  mineral  specimens  and  several  thrust 
plates.  Fossils  are  abundant  in  some  areas.  The 
geological  features  would  not  be  affected  in  any 
substantial  way  by  designation  or  non-designa- 
tion except  that  fossil  collection  would  be  greater 
where  a  designation  did  not  exist.  Some  undis- 


turbed, or  relatively  undisturbed  caves,  one  with 
unique  formations  (ball  stalactites)  would  be  at 
higher  risk  of  vandalism  due  to  greater  ease  of 
access. 

Archeological  values  present  include  numerous 
roasting  pits,  pictographs,  petroglyphs  and  rock- 
shelters.  These  would  provide  enjoyment  to  the 
visitor  over  the  short  term,  but  would  gradually 
lose  their  integrity  as  more  access  development 
and  consequent  increased  motorized  visitation 
brings  vandalism. 

Conclusion 

In  the  central  portion  of  the  WSA,  rugged 
terrain  would  preserve  outstanding  wilder- 
ness values.  Some  depreciation  would  occur 
at  Mormon  Mountain  peak  with  the  construc- 
tion of  electronic  sites.  In  the  area  surround- 
ing the  rugged  central  area,  wilderness  and 
primitive  recreation  values  range  from 
moderate  to  excellent.  Numerous  projects, 
ways  and  cherrystem  roads  are  scattered 
around  the  WSA  but  due  to  the  nature  of  the 
terrain,  affect  limited  areas.  Continued 
activities  in  the  area  over  the  long  term, 
would  cause  deterioration  of  wilderness  and 
primitive  recreation  values  over  the  south- 
western, southern,  southeastern,  eastern  and 
northeastern  portions.  In  the  Moapa  Peak 
area  and  on  the  western  and  northwestern 
sides,  wilderness  and  primitive  recreation 
values  would  persist  over  the  long  term. 
Encroachments  from  activities  occurring  in 
inner,  but  lower,  portions  of  the  WSA  would 
depreciate  wilderness  values  in  peripheral 
areas  and  higher  portions  of  the  WSA. 
Wilderness  values  would  be  depreciated  on 
approximately  66,900  acres  of  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  162,887  acres  would  remain  available  for 
entry  under  the  mining  laws.  There  are  no  mining 
claims  within  the  central  area.  In  the  north- 
central  area  is  a  block  of  approximately  fifty 
acres  of  claims.  In  the  southeast  are  approxi- 
mately 500  acres  of  claims  scattered  over  three 
locations  and  there  is  a  block  of  approximately 
9,800  acres  of  claims  in  the  southwest. 

Except  for  limestone,  the  entire  Mormon 
Mountains  WSA  has  low  potential  for  the  occur- 
rence of  all  locatable  nonmetallic  minerals.  There 
are  occurrences  of  chemical/metallurgical  grade 
limestone.  Portions  of  the  WSA  have  moderate 
to  high  potential  for  the  occurrence  of  locatable 
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metallic  minerals.  Their  presence  in  economic 
circumstances  remains  to  be  demonstrated,  how- 
ever. Exploration  or  development  are  not  ex- 
pected for  limestone  due  to  the  rough  terrain, 
distance  to  markets  and  availability  of  exploitable 
limestone  resources  closer  to  population  centers 
and  rail  lines. 

Some  exploration  activities  would  take  place  on 
mining  claims  on  the  southwestern  bajada.  Due 
to  a  present  lack  of  indications  that  precious 
metals  exist  either  in  economic  quantities  or 
concentrations,  development  is  not  anticipated. 
Exploration  is  anticipated  in  the  vicinity  of 
Whitmore  Mine  and  to  the  south  and  on  some  of 
the  scattered  claims  in  the  southeast.  Some 
small  mines  may  develop.  Exploration  is  antici- 
pated in  the  zone  several  miles  wide  surrounding 
the  Iron  Blossom  Prospect  in  the  north-central 
area. 

Leasable  Minerals 

All  162,887  acres  would  remain  available  under 
the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Exploration  in  the 
central  area  is  not  anticipated  due  to  the  rough 
terrain  over  much  of  its  surface. 

In  the  lower  areas,  exploration  is  expected  in  the 
western  third  and  in  the  central-eastern  portion. 
Activities  would  include  geophysical  data  gather- 
ing and  drilling  two  exploratory  wells.  There 
would  be  no  wilderness  induced  restrictions 
and  thus  little  effect  on  potential  hydrocarbon 
development. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  are  abundant,  particularly  along 
the  outer  edges  of  the  WSA.  Because  of  remote- 
ness from  markets,  these  deposits  are  largely 
valueless.  An  exception  is  that  deposits  located 
close  to  the  Meadow  Valley  Wash  road  and  to 
the  railroad,  would  service  the  limited  market 
created  by  these  facilities  and  three  pits  would 
open  along  the  western  fringe  of  the  WSA  as  a 
result. 

Conclusion 

Limestone  is  unmarketable  due  to  distance 
to  markets  and  abundance  of  more  accessible 
deposits.  Other  nonmetallic  minerals  are  not 
thought  to  exist  at  economic  concentrations 
and  quantities.  Portions  of  the  WSA  exhibit 
anomalous  metallic  mineral  concentrations 
and  thus  further  exploration  would  occur. 
Since  mineralization  in  economic  circum- 
stances has  not  been  demonstrated,  it  is 
presumed  that  small  mines  similar  to  the 
Whitmore  and  Iron  Blossom  Prospects  may 


develop.  Oil  and  gas  prospects  are  at  a  rank 
wildcat  level  in  the  WSA.  The  extremely 
limited  market  for  sand  and  gravel  resources 
would  be  met  by  the  three  pits  proposed.  Oil 
and  gas  leasing,  exploration  and  development 
can  occur  anywhere  in  the  WSA  but  are 
likely  to  occur  in  the  more  accessible  and 
more  prospective  areas  of  the  WSA  which 
are  mostly  in  the  lower  elevations.  There  is 
no  effect  from  this  alternative  on  minerals 
exploration  or  development. 

Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

All  162,887  acres  of  the  Mormon  Mountains 
WSA  would  remain  open  to  motorized  recrea- 
tional use.  Because  of  terrain  restrictions,  90,000 
acres  or  less  would  be  available  for  motorized 
use.  Twenty-six  miles  of  ways  and  thirty-eight 
miles  of  cherrystem  roads  provide  access  to 
portions  of  the  area.  Many  of  these  routes  are  in 
relatively  enclosed,  rough-bottomed  canyons  so 
that  access  off  the  actual  running  surface  is 
limited.  On  the  southwestern  bajada  and  in 
some  basins  on  the  southeastern  and  eastern 
sides,  terrain  is  gentle  enough  that  they  are 
currently  used  for  motorized  recreation.  Motorized 
vehicle  use  would  continue  to  grow  from  the 
estimated  current  annual  visitor-days  of  510  to 
1,000  visitor-days. 

Conclusion 

The  thirty-eight  miles  of  cherrystem  roads 
and  twenty-six  miles  of  ways  would  provide 
access  to  many  very  interesting  places  for 
motorized  recreationists.  Access  off  roads 
and  ways  is  limited  because  of  terrain  steep- 
ness and  roughness,  except  for  portions  of 
the  southwestern,  southern  and  through  the 
eastern  edges. 

Impacts  on  Production  of  Bighorn  Sheep 

Bighorn  sheep  proponents  consider  the  Mormon 
Mountains  as  an  area  of  intensive,  project 
oriented  sheep  management.  Within  the  WSA, 
there  are  three  big  game  guzzlers  and  numerous 
gap  fences.  One  of  the  smaller  big  game  guzzlers 
has  operated  with  moderate  reliability  and  would 
continue  to  be  maintained  with  access  obtained 
through  horse  or  foot  travel.  Another  has  failed 
to  operate  and  was  recently  repaired.  The  larger 
big  game  guzzler  has  operated,  but  not  at  design 
levels.  Achieving  better  operational  performance 
may  require  project  redesign.  A  scaled  down 
redesigned  version  would  meet  wildlife  needs. 
Some,  but  not  all  of  these  projects  are  presently 
reachable  by  vehicle.  Maintenance  or  reconstruc- 
tion of  the  big  game  guzzlers  and  the  fences  in- 
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volves  access  by  a  combination  of  motorized 
vehicle  and  horse  or  foot.  There  would  be  no  ac- 
cess restrictions  due  to  wilderness  requirements. 

Proposed  projects,  including  five  water  catch- 
ments, eight  big  game  guzzlers  and  several  gap 
fences,  would  be  constructed  with  no  wilderness- 
imposed  design,  siting,  construction  methods 
and  access  restrictions. 

There  is  a  proposal  to  convert  an  area  of  approxi- 
mately 4,600  acres  in  the  upper  part  of  the  WSA 
to  grass  and  forbs  from  the  current  brush  and 
pinyon-juniper  vegetation  type.  Approximately 
twenty-five  percent  of  the  type  would  be  con- 
verted to  form  fingers  and  islands  of  trees  and 
brush  or  grass.  Because  the  terrain  is  rough,  fire 
would  be  used,  either  as  prescribed  or  as  let- 
burn  prescribed  wildfire.  The  result  would  be  a 
probable  increase  in  bighorn  sheep,  within  four 
years,  of  twenty-five  percent  above  the  low  point 
reached  several  years  ago  when  a  die-off 
occurred. 

Conclusion 

Installation  of  wildlife  projects  would  be 
less  difficult  due  to  lack  of  wilderness-related 
restrictions.  A  vegetation  management  project 
would  increase  bighorn  sheep  numbers. 

Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

There  have  been  260  cultural  resource  sites 
recorded  in  the  WSA.  These  include  the  following 
significant  sites:  114  roasting  pits,  17  lithic 
scatters,  20  rock-shelters  with  art,  16  historic 
sites  and  9  rock  features.  A  study  commissioned 
by  BLM  (Chambers  Consultants  and  Planners, 
1 983),  recommended  that  all  of  the  following  site 
types  be  saved:  1)  Caves  or  shelters  with  rock 
art,  2)  Shelter/roasting  pit  complexes,  3)  Seg- 
ments of  the  early  railroad  bed  and  associated 
materials  and  4)  possibly,  early  structures  in 
Carp.  The  report  also  recommended  saving 
samples  of:  1)  Roasting  pits,  2)  Caves  or  shelters, 
3)  Artifact  scatters  and  isolated  artifacts  including 
those  of  the  post  white  contact  period. 

This  alternative  would  not  add  the  protection 
against  surface  disturbance  that  wilderness 
designation  confers.  The  area  and  its  sites  would 
remain  open  to  activities  such  as  mining  explora- 
tion, activities  for  which  BLM  has  limited 
discretion  to  prevent  surface  disturbance  and 
retain  sites  intact.  Access  through  cherrystem 
roads,  ways,  and  new  access  would  continue  to 
expose  these  sites  to  vandalism. 


Conclusion 

This  alternative  provides  no  additional  protec- 
tion for  the  large  number  of  significant  cultural 
resource  sites  present  in  the  WSA.  Mining 
exploration  activities  would  lead  to  the  loss 
or  disturbance  cultural  sites  in  the  Whitmore 
Mine  and  Iron  Blossom  Prospect  areas  and 
along  the  southeastern  and  southwestern 
boundaries.  Vandalism  and  pot  hunting  would 
slowly  take  their  toll  over  the  long  term. 

Resource  Development  Alternative 
(Partial  Wilderness  Alternative) 

(Suitable:  23,690  acres,  Nonsuitable:  138,927 
acres) 

The  Resource  Development  Alternative  recom- 
mends the  very  center  of  the  mountain  core  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation.  Surrounding 
this  are  more  mountains,  deep  canyons,  foothills, 
and  large  bajadas. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion): 

The  area  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation  is  completely  natural  except  for 
three  big  game  and  two  quail  guzzlers  on  the 
northern  side  and  some  minor  fencing  on  the 
east.  These  developments  would  continue  to  be 
maintained.  Due  to  their  design,  siting,  and  lack 
of  vegetative  screening,  two  of  these  guzzlers 
affect  a  total  of  several  hundred  acres.  Three 
other  water  catchments  projected  to  be  built 
would  affect  approximately  fifty  acres  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  each.  The  remaining  gap 
fences  would  be  constructed  and  would  affect 
naturalness  only  in  their  immediate  vicinity. 

Outstanding  naturalness  would  be  preserved  in 
this  26,690  acre  core  region  of  the  Mormon 
Mountains. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

The  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable  forms  a 
doughnut  around  the  mountainous  central  por- 
tion. This  area  includes  terrain  ranging  from  very 
mountainous,  through  foothills  to  gentle  bajadas. 
In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  natural- 
ness is  intruded  by  ways  and  cherrystem  roads 
which  penetrate  towards  the  center  of  the  WSA 
about  every  four  to  seven  miles  around  the  rim. 
Existing  range  and  wildlife  projects  and  old 
prospecting  activities  have  affected  other  areas. 
These  projects  consist  of  three,  one-half  mile 
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gap  fences,  one  corral,  four  spring  developments, 
a  corral,  approximately  five  miles  of  pipelines, 
four  troughs,  a  small  exclosure  and  twenty-one 
quail  guzzlers.  Many  of  these  intrusions  are 
located  in  deep  canyons  and  that,  in  conjunction 
with  the  fact  that  a  user  cannot  traverse  enough 
of  the  area  at  one  time  to  notice  the  imprints, 
substantially  ameliorates  their  effect,  making  the 
area  appear  mostly  natural.  Around  the  edges  of 
the  WSA,  ORV  use  has  created  tracks  and  ways 
in  the  southwestern,  southern  and  southeastern 
portions.  New  ways  would  continue  to  develop 
from  ORV  use  on  flatter  sections  of  the  area 
recommended  as  nonsuitable.  In  the  two  to 
three  square  mile  Moapa  Peak  area  and  on  the 
western  and  northwestern  sides,  wilderness 
values  would  persist  over  the  long  term.  However, 
due  to  gentle  terrain  and  the  proximity  of  roads 
and  ways,  new  ways  resulting  from  ORV  use 
would  proliferate  leading  to  the  base  of  Moapa 
Peak.  In  the  southeast,  the  current  tendency  of 
drivers  to  leave  roads  and  ways  in  the  lower, 
gentler  parts  of  the  WSA  would  continue  and 
ways  would  increase,  particularly  in  the  valleys 
leading  to  Hackberry  Spring.  Existing  and  new 
small  and  big  game  guzzlers  would  continue  to 
attract  vehicle-borne  hunters  up  various  ways. 
Because  of  ease  of  access  from  peripheral 
roads,  penetrating  ways  and  relatively  flat  valleys, 
ORV  use  would  create  new  ways  along  the 
eastern  and  northeastern  sides.  Travel  on  these 
newly  created  ways  and  on  existing  ones  would 
affect  naturalness  in  their  vicinity.  Seven  small 
game  guzzlers  and  other  projects  would  continue 
to  be  maintained  by  vehicle,  which  would  tem- 
porarily affect  naturalness  in  the  vicinity,  and  by 
horseback  or  foot  in  the  more  inaccessible  areas, 
which  would  not  affect  naturalness.  In  the  north- 
western quadrant  there  are  six  miles  of  way 
running  from  the  boundary  of  the  WSA  to  the 
boundary  of  the  area  recommended  as  suitable 
in  this  alternative.  This  way  is  used  to  access 
three  big  game  guzzlers  and  would  be  kept 
open  by  vehicular  travel  and  by  minor  main- 
tenance. This  would  affect  six  acres  directly  and 
four  hundred  acres  indirectly. 

Projects  that  would  be  built  include  eight  big 
game  guzzlers,  three  spring  redevelopments, 
two  catchments  and  some  gap  fences.  The  big 
game  guzzlers  would  result  in  four  miles  of  road 
construction  and  four  acres  of  surface  disturb- 
ance. Design,  siting,  construction  methods  and 
materials  would  not  be  constrained  by  wilderness 
criteria  and,  therefore,  some  local  impairment 
could  occur.  Encroachments  from  activities  oc- 
curring in  inner  portions  of  the  area  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  would  affect  wilderness 
values  both  in  the  fringes  and  in  the  higher 
portions  of  the  area  recommended  as  suitable. 


Wilderness  values  would  be  affected  on  most  of 
43,800  acres  of  the  are  recommended  as 
nonsuitable. 

Spring  redevelopments,  along  with  replacement 
of  pipelines  and  water  storage  facilities,  would 
result  in  improvement  of  existing  ways,  surface 
disturbance  of  fifty  acres  and  facilities  which 
would  not  be  designed,  sited  or  constructed  to 
achieve  non-impairment  of  wilderness  values.  A 
total  of  fifty-four  acres  of  surface  disturbance 
would  ensue  and  4,1 00  acres  of  indirectly  affected 
naturalness. 

Mineral  exploration  around  Whitmore  Mine  would 
result  in  two  miles  of  road  construction  and  ten 
acres  of  surface  disturbance.  Exploration  to  the 
south  of  Whitmore  Mine  would  result  in  another 
fifteen  acres  of  surface  disturbance  and  small 
mines  like  Whitmore  and  the  Iron  Blossom 
Prospect.  Exploration  is  anticipated  in  the  zone 
several  miles  wide  surrounding  the  Iron  Blossom 
Prospect  in  the  north-central  area.  Exploration 
in  the  southwest  where  there  are  large  blocks  of 
claims  would  produce  four  miles  of  roads  and 
less  than  fifteen  acres  of  surface  disturbance. 
Occasional  exploration  in  the  southeast  by  week- 
end or  a  vocational  miners  would  produce  three 
or  four  miles  of  road  and  two  acres  of  surface 
disturbance.  This  would  affect  a  much  larger 
area,  however,  because  it  would  be  spread  out 
over  the  entire  southeastern  basin.  Geophysical 
exploration  would  disturb  ten  acres,  split  equally 
between  the  eastern  and  western  sides.  Two 
exploratory  wells,  one  in  the  central-eastern 
area  and  one  in  the  western  portion,  would 
result  in  three-fourths  mile  of  new  road  and  ten 
acres  of  surface  disturbance  for  each.  These 
proposals  and  activities  would  be  spread  over 
much  of  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable, 
in  a  manner  which  would  cause  widespread 
influence  on  naturalness.  The  influence  of  terrain 
would  moderate  the  effect  somewhat,  but 
limitedly,  in  the  mountainous  portion. 

In  the  northern  section  of  the  WSA,  in  the  area 
extending  easterly  from  the  long  cherrystem 
road  and  north  of  the  foothills,  and  then  southerly 
along  the  eastern  side  of  the  WSA,  ORV  use 
would  create  more  ways  and  naturalness  would 
be  depreciated  over  the  long  term.  Eventually 
most  of  22,400  acres  would  be  affected.  Small 
game  guzzlers  would  continue  to  be  maintained 
by  vehicular  access. 

ORV  use  in  the  basin  on  the  southeastern  side 
would  affect  naturalness  on  most  of  6,700  acres 
there. 
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Along  the  bajada  of  the  southwestern  side,  mining 
claim  exploration  would  cause  surface  disturb- 
ance on  fifteen  acres  and  result  in  four  miles  of 
roads.  ORV  use  would  affect  up  to  14,700  acres 
in  this  area. 

Along  the  western  side,  vehicular  access  is 
extremely  limited  and  even  bajadas  would  retain 
wilderness  values  over  most  of  their  area.  The 
exception  would  be  approximately  2,600  acres 
along  the  cherrystem  road  leading  into  the 
western  portion  of  the  WSA.  Due  to  convenience 
to  the  railroad  and  Meadow  Valley  Wash  Road, 
three  sand  and  gravel  pits  would  be  opened  up 
along  the  western  side  of  the  WSA.  These  would 
disturb  an  area  of  less  than  thirty  acres.  Natural- 
ness in  their  vicinity  would  be  destroyed.  Due  to 
the  activities  and  projects  discussed,  it  is  antici- 
pated that  naturalness  would  be  impaired  on 
58,400  acres  of  the  WSA.  This  acreage  is  scat- 
tered around  the  WSA's  northern,  eastern,  south- 
eastern and  southwestern  sides.  Only  the  western 
and  northwestern  sides  would  remain  natural 
over  the  long  term. 

Solitude  (Suitable  Portion): 

Solitude  is  outstanding  and  readily  obtainable 
because  of  more  arboreal  vegetation  above  5,000 
feet  and  outstanding  topographic  features.  High 
cliffs,  rugged  peaks,  deeply  cut  canyons  and 
washes  characterize  most  of  the  area  recom- 
mended as  suitable.  Solitude  would  be  preserved 
in  the  suitable  area  except  where  project  main- 
tenance was  occurring  and  in  the  more  popular 
portions  of  the  WSA  where  an  estimated  thirty- 
eight  percent  increase  in  visitors  would  be 
concentrated.  Since  project  maintenance  would 
be  infrequent,  limited  in  duration,  and  designed 
to  minimize  effects  on  wilderness  users,  there 
would  be  little  effect.  Encounters  with  other 
recreationists  on  the  major  routes  to  the  peaks 
and  springs  would  somewhat  depreciate  solitude 
in  the  busier  times  of  the  year. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Solitude  ranges  from  outstanding  in  the  deep 
canyons  and  rugged  peaks  to  good  on  the  open 
bajadas  where  screening  is  not  adequate  but 
vast  openness  provides  solitude.  Topographic 
screening  thus  ranges  from  excellent  to  moderate. 
Above  5,000  feet  vegetation  is  more  arboreal, 
creating  good  screening.  Project  construction 
and  maintenance  and  mining  and  oil  and  gas 
exploration  would  disturb  solitude  temporarily  in 
the  localized  area  while  the  activities  are  taking 
place.  This  disturbance  would  be  intermittent 
and  occur  over  the  long  term.  Due  to  the  ease  of 
access  by  motorized  vehicle  in  many  portions  of 
the  WSA,  encounters  with  both  hikers  and  drivers 


would  be  fairly  frequent  for  users  and  this  would 
affect  solitude.  Because  of  the  open  aspects  of 
the  bajadas,  traversing  vehicles  can  be  seen  for 
great  distances  which  causes  an  impact  on 
opportunities  for  solitude  on  most  of  the  bajada 
area  when  a  vehicle  is  present.  Small  game 
guzzlers  and  the  spring  development  at  Davies 
Spring  would  be  maintained  as  presently,  by  a 
combination  of  driving  and  walking.  This  would 
result  in  occasional,  temporary  loss  of  solitude. 
With  this  alternative,  solitude  which  is  good  on 
the  bajadas  and  lower  mountain  slopes,  would 
be  largely  lost  due  to  the  intermittent  intrusions. 
In  the  mountain  areas,  solitude  is  outstanding 
and  would  be  temporarily  and  occasionally  dis- 
rupted, but  would  largely  persist.  A  total  of 
63,000  acres  would  have  depreciated  solitude 
from  activities  which  would  occur  intermittently 
thereon. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Suitable  Portion): 

Designation  would  provide  additional  protection 
for  the  outstanding  primitive  recreation  oppor- 
tunities extant  in  this  area.  These  include 
numerous  challenging  dayhikes,  backpacking 
in  cooler  parts  of  the  year,  and  climbing  and 
scrambling. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Dayhikes  could  commence  from  trailheads  at 
various  ways  and  cherrystem  roads  and  from 
peripheral  roads.  The  large  majority  of  the  area 
offers  challenging  and  scenic  hiking  opportuni- 
ties. Motor  vehicle  use  of  existing  travel  routes, 
and  newly  constructed  ones,  would  depreciate 
hiking  enjoyment  along  these  routes  and  cause 
hikers  to  leave  the  more  heavily  traveled  ones 
for  cross-country  hikes.  Because  much  of  the 
area  is  very  rugged,  these  forays  would  be 
challenging.  In  the  spectacular,  rugged  Moapa 
Peak  area,  very  challenging  climbing  and  scramb- 
ling would  remain  popular.  Other,  less  attractive 
opportunities  exist  in  the  remainder  of  the  area 
and  would  persist  to  a  degree.  Nature  study  and 
photographic  opportunities  are  good  to  excellent 
with  interesting  plant  communities,  bighorn 
sheep,  vast  desert  vistas  and  extremely  rugged 
peaks.  Except  for  Moapa  Peak  and  a  few  areas 
in  the  rugged  inner  section  of  the  area  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable,  primitive  recreation 
opportunities  would  suffer  substantial  deteriora- 
tion over  the  long  term  due  to  increasing  motor- 
ized use. 
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Special  Features  (Suitable  Portion): 


Conclusion 


Special  features  include  botanical,  geological, 
zoological  and  speleological  values.  A  relict 
ponderosa  pine  stand  near  the  summit  and 
bighorn  sheep  offer  splendid  nature  study  and 
photographic  opportunities.  Fossils  are  abundant 
in  some  areas  and  the  botanical  communities 
are  of  considerable  scientific  interest.  Designation 
would  provide  an  additional  level  of  protection 
for  these  features  from  a  variety  of  surface 
disturbances.  Botanical  values  may  include  the 
possible  occurrence  of  endemic  plant  species. 
Prairie  falcons  (State-protected),  northern  spotted 
bats  and  golden  eagles  (Federally  protected) 
occur  in,  may  pass  through,  or  may  be  present 
(bat)  in  the  WSA.  Wilderness  designation  would 
provide  greater  assurance  that  the  habitat  of 
these  species  would  remain  undisturbed.  Some 
undisturbed,  or  relatively  undisturbed  caves,  one 
with  unique  formations  (ball  stalactites)  would 
be  protected  and  would  provide  spelunking  and 
scientific  study  opportunities. 

Special  Features  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Special  features  involve  geological,  botanical, 
zoological  and  cultural  items.  Geological  interests 
include  the  oldest  rocks  in  the  Caliente  Planning 
Unit,  collectable  mineral  specimens  and  several 
thrust  plates.  The  geological  features  would  not 
be  affected  in  any  substantial  way  by  designation 
or  non-designation.  Caves  are  present  which 
would  provide  spelunking  and  scientific  study 
opportunities.  Botanical  values  include  one 
possible  state-listed  plant  (Meadow  Valley  Range 
sandwort  (Arenaria  stenomeres))  that  may 
be  present  within  the  WSA  and  the  possible 
occurrence  of  endemic  plant  species.  Desert 
tortoises  (State-listed  rare),  prairie  falcons  (State- 
protected),  northern  spotted  bat  and  golden 
eagles  (Federally  protected)  occur  in,  may  pass 
through,  or  may  be  present  (bat)  in  the  WSA. 
Non-designation  would  not  provide  the  greater 
protection  to  the  habitat  of  these  species  from 
surface  disturbance  that  designation  would  and 
activities  in  this  area  may  affect  some  habitat. 

Archeological  values  present  include  numerous 
roasting  pits,  pictographs,  petroglyphsand  rock- 
shelters.  These  would  provide  enjoyment  to  the 
visitor  over  the  short  term,  but  would  gradually 
lose  their  integrity  as  more  access  development 
and  consequent  increased  motorized  visitation 
brings  vandalism. 


The  area  recommended  as  suitable  would 
preserve  wilderness  and  primitive  recreation 
values  which  are  outstanding.  This  area  of 
spectacular  peaks,  deep  canyons  and  large 
vertical  cliffs  is  the  most  visited  of  the  five 
WSAs  being  studied  in  this  document. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable, 
wilderness  and  primitive  recreation  values 
ranging  from  good  to  excellent  would  be 
conserved  over  the  long  term  in  the  more 
mountainous  portion.  Numerous  existing  pro- 
jects, ways  and  cherrystem  roads  are  scat- 
tered around  the  WSA  but  due  to  the  nature 
of  the  terrain,  affect  only  limited  areas. 
Continued  activities  on  the  gentler  portions 
of  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable 
would,  over  the  long  term,  cause  deterioration 
of  naturalness,  solitude  and  primitive  recrea- 
tion values  over  the  southwestern,  southern, 
southeastern,  eastern  and  northeastern  por- 
tions. Numerous  routes  of  access  and  relative 
proximity  to  Interstate  15  make  this  WSA  an 
easily  reached  destination  for  both  primitive 
recreationistsand  motorized  users.  Weekend 
or  a  vocational  mining  or  mining  exploration 
would  affect  the  southerly  areas  of  the  WSA. 
Some  mining  exploration  would  affect  the 
area  surrounding  the  Iron  Blossom  Prospect 
in  the  WSA's  north-central  section.  Geo- 
physical exploration  would  disturb  ten  acres 
and  two  exploratory  wells  would  result  in 
three-fourths  mile  of  new  road  and  twenty 
acres  of  surface  disturbance.  Since  the 
southern  area  is  open,  low  vegetation,  low 
relief  bajada  country,  wilderness  values  are 
somewhat  limited.  Consequently,  disturbing 
activities  would  have  a  limited  impact  on 
deterioration  of  these  values. 

Impacts  on  Development  of 
Mineral  Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  23,690  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  entry  under 
the  mining  laws.  The  1 38,927  acres  recommended 
as  nonsuitable  would  remain  available  for  entry 
under  the  mining  laws.  In  the  area  designated  as 
wilderness,  no  exploration  or  development  would 
occur  except  on  claims  having  valid  discoveries 
at  the  time  of  designation. 
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There  are  no  mining  claims  within  the  area 
recommended  as  suitable.  In  the  north-central 
area  is  a  block  of  approximately  fifty  acres  of 
claims.  In  the  southeastern  portion  of  the  area 
recommended  as  nonsuitable  are  approximately 
500  acres  of  claims  scattered  over  three  locations 
and  there  is  a  block  of  approximately  9,800 
acres  of  claims  in  the  southwest. 

Except  for  limestone,  the  entire  Mormon 
Mountains  WSA  has  low  potential  for  the  occur- 
rence of  all  locatable  nonmetallic  minerals.  There 
are  occurrences  of  chemical/metallurgical  grade 
limestone.  Portions  of  the  WSA  have  moderate 
to  high  potential  for  the  occurrence  of  locatable 
metallic  minerals.  Their  presence  in  economic 
circumstances  remains  to  be  demonstrated,  how- 
ever. Exploration  or  development  are  not  ex- 
pected for  limestone  due  to  the  rough  terrain, 
distance  to  markets  and  availability  of  exploitable 
limestone  resources  closer  to  population  centers 
and  rail  lines. 

Some  exploration  activities  would  take  place  on 
mining  claims  on  the  southwestern  bajada.  Due 
to  a  present  lack  of  indications  that  precious 
metals  exist  either  in  economic  quantities  or 
concentrations,  development  is  not  anticipated. 
Exploration  is  anticipated  in  the  vicinity  of 
Whitmore  Mine  and  to  the  south  and  on  some  of 
the  scattered  claims  in  the  southeast.  Some 
small  mines  may  develop.  Exploration  is  antici- 
pated in  the  zone  several  miles  wide  to  the  north 
of  the  boundary  of  the  area  recommended  as 
suitable  and  surrounding  the  Iron  Blossom 
Prospect  in  the  north-central  area. 

Little  impact  on  the  availability  of  both  metallic 
and  nonmetallic  minerals  is  foreseen  due  to  the 
general  lack  of  known  economic  deposits  and 
all  but  hobby  prospecting  activity. 

Leasable  Minerals 

Lands  within  the  23,690  acres  recommended  as 
suitable  would  not  be  available  for  leasing  under 
the  mineral  leasing  laws  if  surface  occupancy  is 
required.  The  138,927  acres  recommended  as 
nonsuitable  for  wilderness  designation  would 
remain  open  to  leasing  under  these  laws. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  oil 
and  gas  exploration  is  expected  to  occur  in  the 
western  third  and  in  the  central-eastern  portions. 
Activities  would  include  geophysical  data  gather- 
ing and  the  drilling  of  two  exploratory  wells. 
Since  the  more  accessible  and  promising  areas 
of  the  WSA  remain  open  to  leasing  in  this 
alternative,  little  effect  on  liquid  or  gaseous 
hydrocarbon  exploration  is  expected.  Production 
is  not  anticipated. 


Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  are  abundant,  particu- 
larly along  the  outer  edges  of  the  WSA.  Because 
of  remoteness  from  markets,  these  are  largely 
valueless.  An  exception  is  that  close  location  to 
the  Meadow  Valley  Wash  road  and  to  the  railroad 
creates  a  limited  market  to  service  these  facilities. 
Consequently,  three  pits  would  open  along  the 
western  fringe  of  the  WSA. 

Conclusion 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable, 
the  limestone  is  unmarketable  due  to  distance 
to  markets  and  abundance  of  more  accessible 
deposits.  Other  metallic  and  nonmetallic 
minerals  are  not  thought  to  exist  at  economic 
concentrations  and  quantities.  Oil  and  gas 
prospects  are  at  a  rank  wildcat  level  in  the 
area  recommended  as  nonsuitable.  The  ex- 
tremely limited  market  for  sand  and  gravel 
resources  would  be  met  by  pits  in  the  area 
recommended  as  nonsuitable.  Because  of 
these  factors  and  considerations,  the  effect 
of  this  alternative  on  minerals  development 
is  extremely  limited. 

Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

Wilderness  designation  would  close  23,690  acres 
of  the  WSA  to  motorized  recreational  use.  One 
mile  of  way  which  was  opened  as  access  to  a 
big  game  guzzler  would  be  closed.  There  are  no 
other  motorized  routes  entering  the  area  recom- 
mended as  suitable.  A  closure  is  largely  academic 
because  the  bulk  of  the  area  recommended  as 
suitable  is  far  too  rugged  to  admit  motorized 
vehicles.  Use  would  drop  from  the  current  esti- 
mated annual  use  of  ten,  to  zero  visitor-days  in 
the  foreseeable  future. 

In  the  139,197  acres  recommended  as  non- 
suitable,  no  ORV  restrictions  would  apply.  Many 
miles  of  ways  would  remain  open  to  motorized 
use.  Most  of  these  lie  in  relatively  enclosed, 
bouldery  canyons,  which  restricts  off-road  access 
to  the  actual  travel  routes.  The  exceptions  are 
the  southwestern  bajada  and  some  basins  on 
the  southeastern,  eastern,  northeastern  and 
northern  sides.  In  these  areas,  terrain  is  gentler 
and  areas  currently  used  for  motorized  vehicles 
would  see  continuing  and  expanded  use.  Motor- 
ized vehicle  use  would  grow  from  the  estimated 
current  annual  use  of  510  visitor-days  to  one 
1000  visitor-days  in  the  foreseeable  future. 
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Conclusion 

The  numerous  miles  of  cherrystem  roads 
and  ways  would  provide  access  to  many 
interesting  places  for  motorized  recreation- 
ists.  Access  off  roads  and  ways  is  limited 
because  of  terrain  steepness  except  for  por- 
tions of  the  southwestern,  southern,  south- 
eastern, eastern  and  northeastern  edges. 

Impacts  on  Production  of  Bighorn  Sheep 

Bighorn  sheep  proponents  consider  the  Mormon 
Mountains  as  an  area  of  intensive,  project 
oriented  sheep  management.  Initial  projects 
created  some  conflicts  with  wilderness  values 
and  consequently,  habitat  manipulation  pro- 
ponents perceived  wilderness  designation  as  an 
obstacle  to  projects  and  opposed  wilderness 
status.  Subsequent  projects  in  other  WSAs  have 
proven  that  sensitivity  to  wilderness  values  in 
design,  materials,  siting,  access  and  construction 
methods  results  in  non-impairing,  lower  main- 
tenance and  more  reliable  wildlife  projects. 

Within  the  area  recommended  as  suitable  are 
three  big  game  guzzlers  and  several  gap  fences. 
One  of  the  smaller  big  game  guzzlers  has 
operated  with  moderate  reliability  and  would 
continue  to  be  maintained  by  a  combination  of 
vehicle  and  foot  travel.  Another  has  failed  to 
operate  and  was  recently  repaired.  The  larger 
big  game  guzzler  has  operated,  but  not  at  design 
levels.  Achieving  better  operational  performance 
and  lessening  its  effect  on  naturalness  in  its 
vicinity  may  require  project  redesign.  A  scaled 
down,  redesigned  and  slightly  relocated  version 
would  meet  both  wildlife  needs  and  wilderness 
requirements.  This  guzzler  would  be  maintained 
by  driving  to  the  edge  of  the  area  recommended 
as  suitable  and  by  walking  the  short  remaining 
distance.  Water  catchments  would  be  built  using 
non-impairing  design,  siting,  construction 
methods  and  access. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  several 
gap  fences  would  be  maintained  by  a  combina- 
tion of  driving  and  walking.  Eight  big  game 
guzzlers,  additional  gap  fences  and  two  water 
catchments  would  be  constructed  without  wilder- 
ness imposed  constraints. 

There  is  a  proposal  to  convert  an  area  of  approxi- 
mately 4,600  acres  in  the  upper  part  of  the  WSA 
to  grass  and  forbs  from  the  current  brush  and 
pinyn-juniper  vegetation  type.  Approximately 
twenty-five  percent  of  the  type  would  be  con- 
verted to  form  fingers  and  islands  of  trees  and 
brush  or  grass.  Of  the  acreage,  approximately 
900  acres  are  in  the  area  recommended  as 
nonsuitable.  Because  the  terrain  is  rough,  fire 


would  be  used,  either  as  prescribed  or  as  let- 
burn  prescription  wildfire.  The  result  would  be 
reintroduction  of  fire  into  the  ecosystem  where  it 
has  been  excluded  by  fire  control  and  a  probable 
increase  in  bighorn  sheep,  within  four  years,  of 
twenty-five  percent  above  the  low  point  reached 
several  years  ago  when  a  die-off  occurred. 

Habitat  intrusion  from  mining  exploration  and 
vehicular  use  would  result  in  some  habitat 
erosion,  particularly  on  the  southwestern,  south- 
ern, southeastern  and  eastern  portions  of  the 
WSA.  This  would  affect  desert  tortoise,  bighorn 
sheep  and  marginally,  quail. 

Conclusion 

Wilderness  designation  may  require  changes 
with  one  big  game  guzzler,  however,  no 
change  in  construction  or  maintenance  of 
the  other  existing  or  proposed  projects  would 
be  necessary.  A  vegetation  management 
project  may  be  compatible  with  the  goal  of 
reintroducing  fire  into  the  ecosystem  and 
would  increase  bighorn  sheep  numbers  as 
well. 

Impacts  on  Cultural  Resources 

There  have  been  260  cultural  resource  sites 
recorded  in  the  WSA.  This  alternative  incor- 
porates twenty-one  significant  sites  within  the 
area  recommended  as  suitable.  These  sites  in- 
clude eleven  roasting  pits,  two  lithic  scatters,  six 
rock-shelters  with  rock  art,  one  historic  site  and 
one  rock  feature.  A  study  commissioned  by  BLM 
(Chambers  Consultants  and  Planners,  1983), 
recommended  that  all  of  the  following  site  types 
be  saved:  1)  Caves  or  shelters  with  rock  art,  2) 
Shelter/ roasting  pit  complexes,  3)  Segments  of 
the  early  railroad  bed  and  associated  materials 
and  4)  Possibly,  early  structures  in  Carp.  The 
report  also  recommended  saving  samples  of:  1) 
Roasting  pits,  2)  Caves  or  shelters,  3)  Artifact 
scatters  and  isolated  artifacts  including  those  of 
the  post  white  contact  period. 

The  Proposed  Action  would  preserve  many  of 
these  site  types  from  surface  disturbing  activities 
and  from  vandalism.  However,  the  majority  of 
these  sites  are  near  the  boundary  of  the  area 
recommended  as  suitable  and  thus  would  remain 
exposed  to  motorized  visitors. 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  the 
following  approximate  numbers  of  significant 
site  types  occur:  1)  Roasting  pits,  104;  2)  Lithic 
scatters,  1 5;  3)  Rock-shelters  with  rock  art,  1 4;  4) 
Historic  sites,  15;  5)  Rock  features,  8.  Many  of 
these  are  adjacent  to  ways  which  would  remain 
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open  to  vehicular  traffic  in  this  alternative.  With 
the  exception  of  some  lithic  scatters  and  some 
rock  features,  all  of  these  site  types  are  readily 
recognizable  to  the  layman  and  thus  vulnerable 
to  vandalism.  This  alternative  would  provide 
greater  protection  to  some  of  the  sites  in  the 
interior  of  the  area  recommended  as  suitable. 
Mining  exploration  would  result  in  the  loss 
through  salvage  or  disturbance  of  some  sites  in 
the  Whitmore  Mine  and  Iron  Blossom  Prospect 
vicinities  and  along  the  route  to  Hackberry  Spring. 

Conclusion 

This  alternative  provides  added  protection 
to  twenty-one  significant  cultural  resource 
sites  located  in  the  interior  of  the  area  recom- 
mended as  suitable.  Because  surface  dis- 
turbance from  mining,  road  construction  and 
similar  activities  is  strictly  regulated  and 
because  the  area  would  receive  greater 
attention  as  a  result  of  its  wilderness  status, 
vandalism  would  be  greatly  reduced.  In  the 
area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  approxi- 
mately 156  significant  archeological  sites 
lend  interest,  but  many  are  likely  over  the 
long  term,  to  be  damaged  by  vandalism  or 
require  salvage  as  a  result  of  conflicts  with 
projects  and  other  activities  such  as  mining 
exploration  in  the  Whitmore,  Iron  Blossom 
and  Hackberry  areas. 
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DELAMAR  MOUNTAINS  WSA  (NV-050-0177) 


Proposed  Action  (No  Wilderness  Alternative) 
(Suitable:  0  acres,  Nonsuitable:  126,257  acres) 

None  of  the  Delamar  Mountains  WSA  would  be 
recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness: 

In  the  southern  portion  of  the  WSA,  two  geo- 
physical (oil  and  gas  exploration)  lines  would 
disturb  approximately  six  acres.  If  explosives  are 
used,  then  a  total  of  eight  acres  of  surface 
disturbance  would  occur,  along  with  six  miles  of 
low  standard  road.  Since  these  lines  would 
extend  across  large  areas  and  in  flatter,  more 
visible  terrain,  naturalness  would  be  impacted 
over  a  wider  area,  possibly  up  to  6,000  acres. 
Along  the  southeastern  edge  of  the  WSA,  where 
it  borders  the  Kane  Springs  Wash  road,  five  to 
fifteen  acres  of  surface  disturbance  would  occur 
from  sand  and  gravel  pits.  Since  these  would  be 
near  the  road  and  in  flatter  terrain  away  from 
elevated  viewpoints,  little  effect  on  the  existing 
level  of  naturalness  would  occur.  A  three  mile 
pipeline  would  be  installed  in  the  Pony  Well 
cherrystem  road  to  provide  stock  water.  If  the 
pipeline  proves  not  viable,  then  a  large  catch- 
ment and  storage  tank  would  be  necessary.  This 
project  would  have  little  additional  effect  on 
naturalness  except  in  the  immediate  vicinity. 
Two  and  one-half  miles  of  fence  would  be 
constructed  in  the  northern  part  of  the  WSA  with 
the  attendant  development  of  a  way  for  survey 
and  construction  access.  Naturalness  would  be 
diminished  in  the  vicinity.  Existing  livestock  and 
wildlife  projects  all  lie  in  areas  affected  by  roads 
or  accessible  to  ORVs  and  would  not  affect 
naturalness  on  additional  acreage.  Maintenance 
of  these  projects  would  result  in  a  total  surface 
disturbance  of  twelve  acres.  Along  the  western 
side,  a  one  mile  wide  utility  corridor  would  be 
developed  containing  five  500  kV  powerlines, 
two  gas  and  fiber  optic  lines  and  three  access 
roads.  Construction  of  these  projects  would 
cause  380  acres  of  surface  disturbance  and 
heavily  impact  naturalness  along  the  western 
side  of  the  WSA  from  the  highway  to  the  crest  of 
the  nearby  ridges.  In  areas  where  casual  access 
can  be  developed  due  to  favorable  terrain,  ORV 
use  would  impair  naturalness  on  22,000  acres. 
This  would  occur  in  portions  of  the  central 
plateau  adjacent  to  the  Pony  Well  cherrystem 
road,  on  portions  of  the  southern  and  south- 
eastern bajadas,  in  the  northern  end,  on  utility 
access  roads  and  in  Bomber  Wash. 


Solitude: 

Solitude  is  prevalent  due  to  the  WSA's  large  size 
and  lack  of  visitation  and  topographic  features 
make  it  easy  to  find.  Motorized  vehicle  use, 
project  maintenance,  sand  and  gravel  pit  opera- 
tion, geophysical  studies  and  a  water  haul  all 
would  cause  intermittent  impacts  to  solitude 
while  activity  is  underway.  Solitude  would  be 
intermittently  impacted  on  25,000  acres  over  the 
long  term. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation: 

Hiking,  backpacking,  climbing  and  scrambling 
and  photographic  opportunities  ranging  from 
marginal  to  outstanding  would  remain  available. 
Lack  of  water  would  limit  extended  backpacks. 
These  opportunities  would  persist  over  the  long 
term  on  approximately  95,000  acres  of  the  WSA. 

Special  Features: 

Special  features  include  botanical,  zoological, 
geological  and  cultural  values.  One  State-listed 
plant  species  (Nye  milk-vetch  (Astragalus 
nyensis  Barneby))  may  be  present  in  the  WSA 
and  desert  tortoise  inhabit  the  bajadas  along  the 
southwestern,  southern  and  southeastern  sides 
of  the  WSA.  This  alternative  would  not  provide 
additional  protection  from  surface  disturbing  acti- 
vities for  these  species.  Geologic  features  include 
extensive  faults  associated  with  the  development 
of  the  Kane  Springs  Caldera,  but  would  not  be 
affected  by  either  designation  or  non-designation. 
Over  one  dozen  prehistoric  sites  recorded  so  far 
in  the  WSA  would  not  receive  greater  protection 
from  surface  disturbing  activities. 

Conclusion 

Wilderness  and  primitive  recreation  values 
ranging  from  marginal  to  outstanding  would 
continue  to  be  available  in  much  of  the 
WSA.  Rugged  terrain  and  lack  of  economic 
incentives  would  preclude  intrusions  which 
would  affect  naturalness,  except  on  some 
bajadas  and  areas  adjacent  to  the  Pony  Well 
cherrystem  road.  A  utility  corridor  along  the 
western  side  would  heavily  impact  natural- 
ness there.  Periodic  activities,  primarily  near 
current  access  routes,  would  cause  tem- 
porary impairment  of  solitude.  Wilderness 
values  would  persist  on  95,000  acres  and 
would  be  lost  on  25,000  acres  over  the  long 
term. 
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Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral 
Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  126,257  acres  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  entry  under  the  mining  laws.  Potential 
for  occurrence  of  economic  locatable  minerals 
is  considered  low  and  there  are  no  mining 
claims  within  the  WSA. 

Leasable  Minerals 

All  126,257  acres  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
available  for  leasing  under  the  mineral  leasing 
laws.  The  area  is  prospectively  valuable  for  oil 
and  gas.  Two  geophysical  lines  are  anticipated 
in  the  southern  half  of  the  WSA.  No  wildcat 
drilling  is  anticipated  due  to  high  industry  costs, 
unfavorable  structure  and  host  rocks  and  low 
industry  interest. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  are  present  in  the 
WSA  but  demand  is  minor  due  to  distance  to 
markets.  Because  of  convenience  to  state  and 
county  roads,  two  sand  and  gravel  pits  would  be 
opened  and  used  along  the  Kane  Springs  Wash 
road. 

Conclusion 

Because  of  the  limited  potential  for  locatable 
minerals,  low  oil  and  gas  interest  and  limited 
markets  for  regionally  abundant  sand  and 
gravel,  minimal  mineral  development  is 
expected. 

Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

All  126,257  acres  of  the  WSA  would  remain 
open  to  motorized  recreational  use.  Rugged 
terrain  and  limited  roads  or  ways  would  continue 
to  preclude  motorized  use  except  in  the  washes 
in  the  south,  existing  ways,  in  an  area  north  of 
the  way  crossing  the  northern  end  of  the  WSA,  a 
strip  along  the  Pony  Well  cherrystem  road,  the 
area  in  and  around  Willow  Spring  basin,  the 
southern  two  miles  of  the  WSA  and  a  strip  along 
the  western  side.  Along  the  Pony  Well  cherrystem 
road,  flatter  ground  would  permit  some  motorized 
recreational  use  off  the  road.  In  all,  fifteen  miles 
of  ways  and  thirteen  miles  of  Bomber  Wash 
would  remain  open  to  motorized  recreational 
use.  An  area  totaling  an  estimated  22,000  acres 
would  remain  available  for  motorized  recreational 
use. 


Motorized  recreational  use  would  rise  slowly 
from  the  current  estimated  one  hundred  visitor- 
days  to  two  hundred  visitor-days  annually. 

Conclusion 

The  currently  light  recreation  use  would 
grow  slowly  due  to  population  growth  in  Las 
Vegas  and  availability  of  access  to  the  area. 
Most  of  the  increase  would  consist  of  vehicle- 
borne  bird  hunters. 

Impacts  on  the  Development  of  Utilities 

Because  this  alternative  recommends  no  land 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation,  there  would 
be  no  effect  on  a  proposed  utility  corridor  along 
the  WSA's  western  side.  Opening  this  corridor 
would  create  a  shorter  route  and  a  more  desirable 
corridor  from  a  resource  management  viewpoint. 
Kane  Springs  Valley  which  lies  to  the  east  of  the 
WSA,  or  a  longer  route  around  the  northern  side 
of  the  Nevada  Test  Site/Nellis  Range  complex, 
are  the  alternative  corridors. 

Conclusion 

This  alternative  allows  a  route  for  utility 
rights-of-way  which  is  more  desirable  from 
both  utility  and  resource  management 
aspects. 

Adverse  Impacts  Which 
Cannot  be  Avoided 

The  unavoidable  adverse  impact  would  be  the 
loss  of  naturalness  on  many  areas  near  roads 
and  ways.  Solitude  would  be  lost  intermittently 
over  the  long  term  due  to  activities  which  would 
take  place  under  non-wilderness  status.  These 
would  include  ORV  use,  oil  and  gas  exploration, 
ranching  operations  and  hunting  by  vehicle. 

Relationship  Between  Local  Short- 
term  Uses  of  Man's  Environment  and  the 
Maintenance  and  Enhancement  of 
Long-term  Productivity 

All  present  activities  would  continue  in  the  WSA. 
Energy  exploration,  ranching  use,  utility  installa- 
tion, ORV  use  and  hunting  would  reduce  wilder- 
ness values  in  the  outer  portions  of  the  WSA  and 
adjacent  to  access  routes  over  the  long  term. 
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Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
Commitments  of  Resources 

On  the  31,000  acres  where  utility  construction, 
geophysical  exploration,  ORV  use  and  sand  and 
gravel  pit  development  would  take  place,  surface 
disturbance  would  create  an  irreversible  loss  of 
wilderness  resources. 

All  Wilderness  Alternative 

(Suitable:  126,257  acres,  Nonsuitable:  0  acres) 

All  of  the  WSA  would  be  recommended  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  designation. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness: 

Nine  miles  of  fences,  three  reservoirs,  one  tank, 
two  spring  developments,  a  trough,  a  water  haul, 
a  corral  and  ten  quail  guzzlers  would  continue 
to  affect  naturalness  on  approximately  seven 
hundred  acres  directly  and  a  larger  acreage 
indirectly  through  affecting  the  viewshed.  A  three 
mile  pipeline  would  be  installed  in  the  Pony  Well 
cherrystem  road  to  provide  stock  water.  This 
project  would  have  minimal  effect  on  wilderness 
values  except  in  the  immediate  vicinity  during 
construction.  If  a  pipeline  is  not  viable,  then  a 
large  catchment  and  tank  may  be  necessary  and 
this  would  affect  naturalness  in  the  nearby  area. 
Two  and  one-half  miles  of  fence  would  be 
constructed  in  the  northern  part  of  the  WSA. 
Naturalness  would  be  slightly  diminished  in  the 
vicinity. 

Solitude: 

Solitude  is  abundant  due  to  the  WSA's  large 
size.  In  the  central  plateau  and  on  the  bajadas  of 
the  western,  southern  and  eastern  sides,  lack  of 
topographic  relief  inhibits  the  ability  to  find 
secluded  spots,  but  the  vastness  of  the  area 
tends  to  mitigate  this  shortcoming.  Within  the 
core  plateau  region,  several  deep,  twisting  can- 
yons provide  cliffs  and  topographic  relief.  Around 
the  fringes  of  the  WSA's  uplands  are  steep  cliffs 
and  mountains.  Visitation  is  light  and  expected 
to  remain  light  in  the  future,  therefore  solitude 
would  not  likely  be  affected  by  concentrations  of 
wilderness  users.  Occasional  motor  vehicle  traffic 
along  the  Pony  Well  and  Willow  Spring  cherry- 
stem  roads  would  depreciate  naturalness  and 
solitude  for  some  distance  beside  the  road,  but 
even  here  the  terrain  is  rolling  and  screening 
would  be  effective.  Operation  of  the  water  haul, 
which  would  eventually  be  replaced  by  another 
system,  would  cause  occasional  loss  of  solitude 


in  the  vicinity  of  the  Pony  Well  cherrystem  road 
during  times  of  the  year  when  cattle  are  present. 
Occasional  project  maintenance  would  tem- 
porarily interfere  with  solitude  in  the  vicinity  of 
activity. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation: 

Primitive  recreation  opportunities  ranging  from 
marginal  to  outstanding  would  be  protected  by 
designation.  These  consist  of  hiking,  backpack- 
ing, climbing  and  scrambling  and  photography. 
Lack  of  water  would  limit  extended  summer 
backpacks.  In  the  areas  away  from  roads,  ways 
and  bajadas,  primitive  recreation  would  persist 
over  the  long  term  regardless  of  this  area's 
wilderness  status.  However,  designation  would 
assure  that  these  opportunities  persist  over  the 
long  term  throughout  the  entire  WSA. 

Special  Features: 

Special  features  include  botanical,  zoological, 
geological  and  cultural  values.  One  State-listed 
plant  species  (Nye  milkvetch)  ( Astragalus  nyensis 
Barneby  )  may  be  present  in  the  WSA  and  desert 
tortoise  inhabit  the  bajadas  along  the  south- 
western, southern  and  southeastern  sides  of  the 
WSA.  This  alternative  would  provide  additional 
protection  from  surface  disturbing  activities  for 
these  species.  Geologic  features  include  exten- 
sive faults  associated  with  the  development  of 
the  Kane  Springs  Caldera,  but  would  not  be 
affected  by  either  designation  or  non-designation. 
Over  one  dozen  prehistoric  sites  recorded  so  far 
in  the  WSA  would  receive  greater  protection 
from  surface  disturbing  activities. 

Conclusion 

Except  where  occasionally  affected  adjacent 
to  two  cherrystem  roads,  wilderness  designa- 
tion would  preserve  wilderness  and  primitive 
recreation  values  ranging  from  marginal  to 
outstanding  throughout  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral 
Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  126,257  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  entry  under 
the  mining  laws.  Potential  for  occurrence  of 
economic  locatable  minerals  is  considered  low 
and  there  are  no  mining  claims.  Little  effect  on 
mineral  development  potential  is  foreseen  due 
to  the  low  potential  and  lack  of  claims.  If,  prior  to 
designation,  claims  should  be  filed  in  the  area 
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subsequently  designated  as  wilderness,  no  ex- 
ploration or  development  would  occur  except 
on  claims  having  valid  discoveries  at  the  time  of 
designation. 

Leasable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  126,257  acres  of  the  WSA 
recommended  as  suitable  would  not  be  available 
for  leasing  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws,  if 
surface  occupancy  is  required.  The  area  is 
prospectively  valuable  for  oil  and  gas.  If  not 
designated  as  wilderness,  two  geophysical  lines 
would  be  expected  in  the  southern  half  of  the 
WSA.  No  wildcat  drilling  would  be  anticipated 
due  to  high  industry  costs,  unfavorable  structure 
and  host  rocks  and  the  lack  of  industry  interest. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  are  present  in  the 
WSA  but  with  minor  demand  due  to  distance  to 
markets.  Sand  and  gravel  for  local  road  use  is 
readily  available  in  the  region  from  abundant 
supplies. 

Conclusion 

Limited  potential  for  beatable  minerals,  low 
oil  and  gas  interest  and  limited  market  for 
regionally  abundant  sand  and  gravel  means 
that  wilderness  designation  would  have  little 
effect  on  minerals  development. 

Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

All  1 26,257.acres  of  the  WSA  would  be  closed  to 
motorized  vehicle  use.  Fifteen  miles  of  ways  and 
use  of  washes,  primarily  the  thirteen  miles  of 
Bomber  Wash,  would  be  unavailable  to  vehicle 
use.  Seven  miles  of  the  Pony  Well  and  Willow 
Spring  cherrystem  roads  would  remain  open  to 
vehicles.  Motorized  use  would  be  precluded  on 
approximately  6,400  acres  along  the  Pony  Well 
cherrystem  road,  approximately  8,300  acres  on 
the  north,  2,500  acres  around  Willow  Spring, 
and  4,500  acres  along  the  southern  fringe. 

Motorized  vehicle  use  would  remain  about  the 
same  as  currently,  one  hundred  visitor-days 
annually  in  the  foreseeable  future,  but  that  portion 
using  the  washes  would  shift  to  the  Pony  Well 
and  Willow  Spring  cherrystem  roads. 

Conclusion 

There  would  be  little  change  in  levels  of 
motorized  use.  A  shift  would  occur  in  use 
from  the  washes  to  the  cherrystem  roads. 


Impacts  on  the  Development  of  Utilities 

This  alternative  would  virtually  close  off  the 
limited  corridor  along  Highway  93.  This  would 
necessitate  the  use  of  Kane  Springs  Valley  along 
the  eastern  side  of  the  WSA,  or  a  much  longer 
route  around  the  northern  side  of  the  Nevada 
Test  Site/Nellis  Range  Complex.  This  adds  con- 
siderable mileage  to  a  route,  particularly  around 
the  test  site/range  complex,  and  creates  addi- 
tional resource  conflicts. 

Conclusion 

Longer  utility  corridors  resulting  from  this 
alternative  would  create  additional  resource 
conflicts. 

Resource  Development  Alternative 
(Partial  Wilderness  Alternative) 


(Suitable:   48,164   acres,    Nonsuitable: 
acres) 


78,093 


The  Resource  Development  alternative  recom- 
mends as  suitable  for  wilderness  designation, 
the  core  area  of  the  WSA  with  the  exception  of  a 
wide  area  adjacent  to  the  Pony  Well  cherrystem 
road. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion): 

The  area  recommended  as  suitable  is  confined 
to  the  central  plateau  portion  of  the  Delamar 
Mountains  WSA.  No  intrusions  interrupt  natural- 
ness in  this  area,  except  for  about  one  mile  of  an 
obscure  way  extending  from  the  end  of  the  Pony 
Well  cherrystem  road  and  affecting  approximately 
seventy  acres.  Naturalness  would  be  preserved 
over  most  of  the  area  over  the  long  term. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  natural- 
ness ranges  from  marginal  to  outstanding.  In- 
trusions are  caused  by  the  five-mile  Pony  Well 
and  two-mile  Willow  Spring  cherrystem  roads, 
some  associated  stock  water  facilities,  nine  miles 
of  fence,  a  water  haul,  corral  and  from  approxi- 
mately eleven  miles  of  ways.  In  areas  where 
casual  access  can  be  developed  due  to  favorable 
terrain,  ORV  use  would  impair  naturalness  on 
20,000  acres.  This  would  occur  in  portions  of  the 
central  plateau  adjacent  to  the  Pony  Well  cherry- 
stem road,  on  portions  of  the  southern  and 
southeastern  bajadas,  on  the  northern  end,  in 
lower  Bomber  Wash  and  on  utility  access  roads. 
Along  the  western  side,  a  one  mile  wide  utility 
corridor  would  be  developed  containing  five  500 
kV  powerlines,  two  gas  and  fiber  optic  lines  and 
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three  access  roads.  Construction  of  these  pro- 
jects would  cause  380  acres  of  surface  disturb- 
ance and  heavily  impact  naturalness  along  the 
western  side  of  the  WSA  from  the  highway  to  the 
crest  of  the  nearby  ridges.  In  the  southern  portion 
of  the  WSA,  two  geophysical  lines  would  disturb 
approximately  six  acres.  If  explosives  are  used, 
approximately  six  miles  of  roads  and  eight  acres 
of  disturbance  would  result.  Since  these  would 
be  scattered  across  large  areas  and  in  flatter 
terrain,  more  visible  from  elevated  viewpoints, 
naturalness  would  be  disturbed  in  about  twenty 
percent  of  the  area,  or  6,000  acres.  Along  the 
southeastern  edge  of  the  WSA,  where  it  borders 
the  Kane  Springs  Wash  road,  five  to  fifteen  acres 
of  surface  disturbance  would  occur  in  conjunc- 
tion with  sand  and  gravel  pits.  Since  these 
would  be  near  the  road  and  in  flatter  terrain 
away  from  elevated  viewpoints,  little  effect  on 
the  existing  level  of  naturalness  would  occur.  A 
three  mile  pipeline  would  be  installed  in  the 
Pony  Well  cherrystem  road  to  provide  stock 
water.  If  the  pipeline  proves  not  viable,  then  a 
large  catchment  and  storage  tank  would  be 
necessary.  This  project  would  have  minimal 
effect  on  naturalness  except  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  during  construction.  Two  and  one-half 
miles  of  fence  would  be  constructed  in  the 
northern  part  of  the  WSA  with  the  attendant 
development  of  a  way  for  survey  and  construction 
access.  Naturalness  would  be  diminished  in  the 
vicinity.  All  told,  naturalness  would  be  impaired 
on  approximately  23,000  acres  with  this 
alternative. 

Solitude  (Suitable  Portion): 

Lack  of  sharp  topographic  relief  on  portions  of 
the  plateau  somewhat  inhibits  the  ability  to  find 
solitude  or  seclusion.  However,  several  deep 
twisting  canyons  incise  the  plateau,  while  the 
upland  itself,  sprawls  across  such  great  distances 
that  size  itself,  provides  solitude.  Along  the 
borders  of  the  area  recommended  as  suitable 
are  steep  cliffs  on  the  western  and  hills  on  the 
eastern  sides  which  provide  solitude.  Solitude 
would  be  affected  beside  the  Pony  Well  cherry- 
stem  road  from  ORV  traffic  and  from  a  water 
haul  for  cattle,  until  the  water  haul  is  replaced. 
Occasional  project  maintenance  activities  would 
cause  intermittent  impacts  to  solitude. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Solitude  is  readily  attainable  in  the  canyons  and 
cliffs  along  the  western  and  northern  sides,  in 
the  hills  in  the  northern  and  eastern  areas  and  in 
the  canyons  on  the  upper  portions  of  the  southern 
area.  Solitude  is  fairly  difficult  to  obtain  on  the 
bajadas  of  the  northern,  western,  southern  and 


eastern  portions  and  would  be  largely  lost  with 
this  alternative  due  to  ORV  use  along  and  off 
cherrystem  roads  and  ways,  in  lower  Bomber 
Wash,  and  from  project  maintenance,  sand  and 
gravel  pit  operations  and  occasional  activities 
like  geophysical  data  gathering  and  utility  con- 
struction and  maintenance. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Suitable  Portion): 

Dayhikes,  backpacks,  climbing  and  scrambling 
and  nature  study  opportunities  range  from  good 
to  outstanding  and  would  be  preserved  over  the 
long  term  by  designation.  Lack  of  water  would 
interfere  with  long  summer  backpacks.  These 
would  persist  for  the  long  term  on  48,000  acres 
of  the  WSA. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Primitive  recreation  opportunities  range  from 
marginal  on  the  bajadas  to  outstanding  in  the 
more  severe  terrain  in  and  surrounding  the 
uplands.  In  bajada  areas  and  along  the  power 
line  roads  where  casual  access  can  be  developed 
due  to  favorable  terrain  and  construction,  ORV 
use  would  conflict  with  primitive  recreation  op- 
portunities. Occasional  motorized  use  as  identi- 
fied previously  would  cause  a  loss  of  primitive 
recreation  opportunities  over  the  long  term. 

Special  Features  (Suitable  Portion): 

One  State-listed  plant  species  (Nye  milk-vetch) 
( Astragalus  nyensis  Barneby)  is  found  at  alti- 
tudes up  to  5,600  ft.  and  thus  may  be  present  in 
the  area  recommended  as  suitable.  Geologic 
features  include  extensive  faults  associated  with 
the  development  of  the  Kane  Springs  Caldera 
which  are  being  studied,  but  would  not  be 
affected  by  either  designation  or  non-designation. 
Butte-like  formations  and  mesas  add  interest. 

Special  Features:  (Nonsuitable  Portion) 

Special  features  include  botanical,  zoological, 
geological  and  cultural  values.  One  State-listed 
plant  species  (Nye  milk-vetch)  (  Astragalus 
nyensis  Barneby)  may  be  present  in  the  WSA 
and  desert  tortoise  inhabit  the  bajadas  along  the 
southwestern,  southern  and  southeastern  sides 
of  the  WSA.  This  alternative  would  not  provide 
additional  protection  from  surface  disturbing 
activities  for  these  species.  Geologic  features 
include  extensive  faults  associated  with  the 
development  of  the  Kane  Springs  Caldera,  but 
would  not  be  affected  by  either  designation  or 
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non-designation.  Over  one  dozen  prehistoric 
sites  recorded  so  far  in  the  WSA  would  not 
receive  greater  protection  from  surface  disturbing 
activities. 

Conclusion 

With  this  alternative,  wilderness  and  primitive 
recreation  values  would  continue  to  be  avail- 
able in  the  central  area  of  the  WSA.  In  the 
portion  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  rugged 
terrain  in  some  areas  and  lack  of  economic 
incentives  in  others  would  preclude  intrusions 
to  naturalness  and  solitude  except  on  the 
southern  end  of  the  plateau  and  on  some 
bajadas  and  areas  adjacent  to  the  Pony  Well 
and  Willow  Spring  cherrystem  roads. 

Impact  on  Development  of  Mineral 
Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  48,164  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  entry  under 
the  mining  laws.  The  78,093  acres  recommended 
as  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  to  entry  under 
these  laws. 

Potential  for  occurrence  of  economic  locatable 
minerals,  is  considered  low  and  there  are  no 
mining  claims.  Little  effect  on  mineral  develop- 
ment is  foreseen  due  to  the  low  potential  and 
lack  of  claims.  If,  prior  to  designation,  claims 
should  be  filed  in  the  area  subsequently  desig- 
nated as  wilderness,  no  exploration  or  develop- 
ment would  occur  except  on  claims  having  valid 
discoveries  at  the  time  of  designation. 

Leasable  Minerals 

All  48,164  acres  of  the  lands  recommended  as 
suitable  would  not  be  available  for  leasing  under 
the  mineral  leasing  laws  if  surface  occupancy  is 
required.  All  lands  within  the  78,093  acres  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  to 
leasing.  The  area  is  prospectively  valuable  for 
oil  and  gas  and  two  geophysical  lines  are  ex- 
pected in  the  southern  half  of  the  WSA.  No 
wildcat  drilling  is  anticipated  due  to  high  industry 
costs,  unfavorable  structure  and  host  rocks  and 
the  fact  that  only  about  thirty  percent  of  the  WSA 
is  leased. 

Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  are  present  in  the 
WSA,  primarily  in  the  area  recommended  as 
nonsuitable,  but  with  minor  demand  due  to  dis- 
tance to  markets.  Because  of  convenience  to 
State  and  county  roads,  some  sand  and  gravel 
pits  would  be  opened  and  used. 


Conclusion 

Limited  potential  for  locatable  minerals  and 
low  oil  and  gas  interest  mean  that  designation 
of  the  area  recommended  as  suitable  would 
have  little  effect  on  mineral  development.  In 
the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  geo- 
physical exploration  could  occur  and  a  slight 
level  of  convenience  attained  by  road  crews 
in  obtaining  sand  and  gravel  from  WSA  areas 
adjacent  to  the  roads  bordering  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

Recreational  off-road  vehicle  use  would  be  pre- 
cluded in  the  48,164  acres  recommended  as 
suitable.  The  remaining  78,093  acres  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  to 
motorized  recreational  use.  Approximately  six 
miles  of  Bomber  Wash  and  one  mile  of  way 
would  be  closed  and  fourteen  miles  of  ways  and 
seven  miles  of  Bomber  Wash  would  remain 
open  to  motorized  recreational  use.  Approxi- 
mately 6,400  acres  along  the  Pony  Well  cherry- 
stem  road,  approximately  8,300  acres  in  the 
north,  2,500  acres  around  Willow  Spring  and 
4,500  acres  along  the  southern  fringes  would 
remain  open  to  ORV  use.  Most  of  the  remaining 
acreage  both  within  and  external  to  the  area 
recommended  as  suitable  is  too  precipitous  or 
rocky  to  allow  much  motorized  traffic.  Motorized 
recreational  use  would  be  essentially  unaffected 
in  the  area  recommended  as  suitable,  falling  to 
zero  from  the  current  estimated  use  of  ten  visitor- 
days  annually.  In  the  area  recommended  as 
nonsuitable,  motorized  recreational  use  would 
rise  from  the  current  annual  estimated  ninety 
visitor-days  to  two  hundred  visitor-days  in  the 
foreseeable  future. 

Conclusion 

This  alternative  would  have  little  effect  on 
currently  used  access  routes  and  thus  would 
have  little  effect  on  use  by  motorized 
recreationists. 

Impacts  on  the  Development  of  Utilities 

This  alternative  would  have  no  effect  on  lands 
desired  for  a  utility  corridor  along  the  western 
side.  Opening  this  corridor  would  create  a  shorter 
route  and  a  more  desirable  corridor  from  a 
resource  management  viewpoint.  Kane  Springs 
Valley  which  lies  to  the  east  of  the  WSA,  or  a 
longer  route  around  the  north  side  of  the  Nevada 
Test  Site/Nellis  Range  complex,  are  the  alterna- 
tive corridors. 
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Conclusion 

This  alternative  allows  a  route  for  utility 
rights-of-way  which  is  more  desirable  from 
both  utility  and  resource  management 
aspects. 

Wilderness  Accent  Alternative 

(Partial  Wilderness  Alternative) 

(Suitable:  102,490  acres,  Nonsuitable:  23,767 
acres) 

The  Wilderness  Accent  alternative  recommends 
most  of  the  Delamar  Mountains  WSA  as  suitable 
for  wilderness  designation  with  the  exception  of 
areas  of  marginal  wilderness  and  primitive  recrea- 
tion quality  along  the  northern,  western,  southern 
and  southeastern  fringes. 

Impacts  on  Wilderness  Values 

Naturalness  (Suitable  Portion): 

Naturalness  prevails  over  ninety  percent  of  the 
area  recommended  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation,  and  would  be  preserved  by  designa- 
tion. Existing  intrusions  which  would  be  main- 
tained include,  seven  miles  offence,  three  reser- 
voirs, one  tank,  one  water  haul,  two  spring 
developments,  one  trough,  one  corral  and  two- 
and-a-half  miles  of  pipeline.  The  five  mile  Pony 
Well  road  and  two  mile  Willow  Spring  roads 
would  remain.  Two  and  one-half  miles  of  fence 
would  be  constructed  in  the  northern  part  of  the 
WSA  and  naturalness  would  be  slightly  di- 
minished in  the  vicinity.  In  the  viewshed  of  the 
Pony  Well  cherrystem  road,  occasional  motor 
vehicle  use  of  the  road  would  depreciate  natural- 
ness intermittently  over  the  long  term.  Three  and 
one-quarter  miles  of  way  in  the  south  would  be 
rehabilitated  improving  naturalness  in  the  vicinity. 

Naturalness  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

In  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  natural- 
ness is  intruded  by  occasional  vehicle  tracks,  a 
four-mile  way  on  the  north,  a  mile  and-a-half 
way  on  the  south,  and  a  three-mile  cherrystem 
road  with  water  developments  associated  with 
Willow  Spring. 

A  three  mile  pipeline  would  be  installed  in  the 
Pony  Well  cherrystem  road  to  provide  stock 
water.  This  project  would  have  minimal  effect  on 
naturalness  except  in  the  immediate  vicinity 
during  construction.  Along  the  western  side,  a 
one  mile  wide  utility  corridor  (narrowing  to  one- 
half  mile  near  the  southwestern  end)  would  be 
developed  containing  five  500  kV  powerlines, 
two  gas  and  fiber  optic  lines  and  three  access 
roads.  Construction   of  these  projects  would 


cause  320  acres  of  surface  disturbance  and 
heavily  impact  naturalness  along  the  western 
side  of  the  WSA  from  the  highway  to  the  crest  of 
the  nearby  ridges.  ORV  use  on  the  northern, 
southern  and  southeastern  sides  would  cause 
long-term  impairment.  In  total,  naturalness  would 
be  impaired  on  about  20,000  acres  with  this 
alternative. 

Solitude  (Suitable  Portion): 

Solitude  prevails  due  to  the  large  size  of  the  area 
recommended  as  suitable  and  its  location  well 
into  the  upland  portion  of  the  WSA.  Central 
portions  of  the  plateau  lack  topographic  relief 
which  inhibits  the  ability  to  find  secluded  spots, 
but  the  vastness  of  the  area  trends  to  mitigate 
this  shortcoming.  Several  deep,  twisting  canyons 
penetrate  the  plateau  and  provide  cliffs  and 
topographic  relief.  Around  the  fringes  of  the 
WSA's  uplands  are  steep  cliffs  and  mountains. 
The  combination  of  large  area  and  topographic 
relief  would  provide  opportunities  for  solitude 
over  the  bulk  of  the  area  recommended  as 
suitable.  Exceptions  would  occur  primarily  in 
the  area  adjacent  to  the  Pony  Well  cherrystem 
road  where  occasional  vehicle  traffic  would 
intrude  on  solitude. 

Solitude  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Solitude  is  difficult  to  find  on  the  bajadas  due  to 
lack  of  higher  vegetation  and  terrain  relief  and 
because  they  are  usually  only  one  mile,  ranging 
to  two  miles,  wide  and  are  bordered  by  intrusions 
composed  of  highways,  roads  and  powerlines. 
Solitude  ranges  from  marginal  to  possibly  moder- 
ate in  the  Willow  Spring  area.  In  portions  of  the 
central  plateau  adjacent  to  the  Pony  Well  cherry- 
stem road,  occasional  motor  vehicle  use  would 
depreciate  naturalness  and  solitude.  Occasional 
ORV  use  along  the  northern,  southern,  and 
southeastern  sides  and  construction  of  power- 
lines  and  use  of  their  access  roads  along  the 
western  side  would  cause  occasional,  but  long- 
term  impairment  of  wilderness  values  in  these 
areas. 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
(Suitable  Portion): 

Designation  would  help  assure  preservation  of 
primitive  recreation  opportunities  ranging  from 
good  to  outstanding.  These  include  dayhiking, 
backpacking,  climbing  and  scrambling  and  photo- 
graphy. Lack  of  water  would  limit  extended 
backpacks  during  hotter  periods. 


4-6^ 


~-l  **!■■-■*::,:  WtiJ-.-M**' 


Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation 
Use  (Nonsuitable  Portion): 

Primitive  recreation  opportunities  in  the  area 
recommended  as  nonsuitable  are  generally  of 
low  value  because  these  lands  are  mostly  flatter 
and  adjacent  to  roads.  Some  dayhiking,  back- 
packing and  photographic  opportunities  would 
persist  over  the  long  term,  particularly  in  the 
areas  away  from  roads  and  near  the  uplands. 
Close  to  the  WSA  boundaries,  these  opportunities 
would  be  lost  due  to  vehicle  use  and  other 
disturbances. 

Conclusion 

With  wilderness  designation,  wilderness  and 
primitive  recreation  values  ranging  from  good 
to  outstanding  would  be  preserved  over  the 
long  term.  Areas  not  recommended  as  suit- 
able have  marginal  wilderness  and  primitive 
recreation  values  and  would  lose  most  of 
these  over  the  long  term. 

Impacts  on  Development  of  Mineral 
Resources 

Locatable  Minerals 

All  lands  within  the  1 02,490  acres  recommended 
as  suitable  would  be  withdrawn  from  entry  under 
the  mining  laws.  The  23,767  acres  recommended 
as  nonsuitable  would  remain  open  under  these 
laws.  If,  prior  to  designation,  claims  should  be 
filed  in  the  area  subsequently  designated  as 
wilderness,  no  exploration  or  development  would 
occur  except  on  claims  having  valid  discoveries 
at  the  time  of  designation. 

Potential  for  occurrence  of  economic  locatable 
minerals  is  considered  low  and  there  are  no 
mining  claims.  Therefore,  this  alternative  would 
have  little  effect  on  mineral  development  potential. 

Leasable  Minerals 

Lands  within  the  102,490  acres  of  the  lands 
recommended  as  suitable  would  not  be  available 
for  leasing  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws  if 
surface  occupancy  is  required.  All  lands  within 
the  23,767  acres  recommended  as  nonsuitable 
would  remain  open  to  leasing  under  these  laws. 
The  area  is  prospectively  valuable  for  oil  and 
gas.  One  geophysical  line  is  expected  in  the 
southern  area  of  the  WSA  in  the  portion  recom- 
mended as  nonsuitable.  No  wildcat  drilling  is 
anticipated  due  to  high  industry  costs,  unfavor- 
able structure  and  host  rocks  and  the  fact  that 
only  about  thirty  percent  of  the  WSA  is  leased. 


Salable  Minerals 

Sand  and  gravel  resources  are  present  in  the 
WSA  primarily  in  the  area  recommended  as 
nonsuitable,  but  with  minor  demand  due  to  dis- 
tance to  markets.  Because  of  convenience  to 
state  and  county  roads,  sand  and  gravel  pits 
would  be  opened  and  used  along  the  Kane 
Springs  Wash  road  and  along  Highway  93. 

Conclusion 

Limited  potential  for  locatable  minerals  and 
low  oil  and  gas  interest  mean  that  designation 
of  the  area  recommended  as  suitable  would 
have  little  effect  on  mineral  development.  In 
the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable,  geo- 
physical exploration  could  occur  and  a  slight 
level  of  convenience  attained  by  road  crews 
in  obtaining  sand  and  gravel  from  areas 
adjacent  to  the  roads  near  the  WSA. 

Impacts  on  Motorized  Recreation 
Resources 

Motorized  vehicle  use  would  be  precluded  on 
102,490  acres  recommended  as  suitable.  The 
remaining  23,767  acres  recommended  as  non- 
suitable  would  remain  open  to  ORV  use.  Approxi- 
mately six  miles  of  way  and  ten  miles  of  Bomber 
Wash  would  be  closed  to  ORV  use.  Five  miles  of 
ways  and  three  miles  of  Bomber  Wash  would 
remain  open  to  motorized  recreational  use. 
Approximately  1,900  acres  on  the  north,  2,500 
acres  around  Willow  Spring  and  4,500  acres 
along  the  southern  fringes  would  remain  open  to 
ORV  use.  Approximately  6,400  acres  along  the 
Pony  Well  cherrystem  road  would  be  closed  to 
ORV  use.  Most  of  the  remaining  acreage  both 
within  and  external  to  the  area  recommended  as 
suitable  is  too  precipitous  or  rocky  to  allow 
much  motorized  traffic. 

Motorized  recreational  use  would  be  affected 
slightly  due  to  the  closing  of  some  ways  and  part 
of  Bomber  Wash,  but  would  continue  to  grow 
due  to  population  growth  in  Las  Vegas.  In  the 
area  recommended  as  suitable  it  would  fall  from 
the  current  estimated  use  of  twenty  visitor-days 
to  ten  visitor-days  annually.  It  would  rise  rise 
from  the  current  annual  estimated  80  visitor- 
days  to  1 50  visitor-days  in  the  foreseeable  future 
in  the  area  recommended  as  nonsuitable. 

Conclusion 

Motorized  recreational  use  would  be  dis- 
placed from  a  portion  of  the  routes  now 
available  and  become  more  concentrated 
on  the  remaining  ones.  ORV  use  would 
continue  to  grow  due  to  population  growth. 


Impacts  on  the  Development  of  Utilities 

This  alternative  would  have  minimal  effect  on 
lands  desired  for  a  utility  corridor  along  the 
western  side.  Opening  this  corridor  would  create 
a  shorter  route  and  a  more  desirable  corridor 
from  a  resource  management  viewpoint.  Kane 
Springs  Valley  which  lies  to  the  east  of  the  WSA, 
or  a  longer  route  around  the  northern  side  of  the 
Nevada  Test  Site/Nellis  Range  complex,  are  the 
alternative  corridors. 

Conclusion 

This  alternative  allows  a  route  for  utility 
rights-of-way  which  is  more  desirable  from 
both  utility  and  resource  management 
aspects. 
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Consultation,  Coordination,  Public  Participation  and  List  of  Preparers 
Consultation  and  Coordination 

Coordination  began  with  the  wilderness  inventory  process  of  the  late  1 970' s 
wherein  roadless  areas  with  the  requisite  wilderness  features  were 
identified.  The  current  phase  of  the  process,  the  wilderness  study  and  EIS 
phase,  began  with  a  Federal  Register  Notice  published  in  February,  1933,  which 
commenced  the  issue  identification  process.  News  releases  and  a  mailing  to 
public  entities,  allotment  holders,  mining  claimants  of  record,  conservation 
groups,  interested  individuals  and  others,  accompanied  the  start  of  this 
effort.  Similar  notification  preceded  the  scoping  phase.  State  agencies  were 
briefed  through  the  State  Clearinghouse's  auspices  on  July  29,  1983.  Public 
workshops  were  held  in  Caliente,  Nevada  on  June  29,  1983,  and  in  Las  Vegas, 
Nevada  on  June  30,  1983.  Input  derived  from  written  and  oral  submissions  from 
these  sources  was  used  to  develop  the  issues  and  array  of  alternatives  for 
analysis  in  this  EIS. 

EIS  Review 

The  Caliente  Wilderness  EIS  was  released  the  week  of  September  19,  1983,  and 
filed  with  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency.  The  draft  EIS  was  sent  to  all 
individuals,  agencies  and  groups  who  had  expressed  an  interest  in  the  Caliente 
Wilderness  Planning  process.  Any  others  conceivably  having  an  interest  were 
also  sent  copies.  The  mailing  list  exceeded  400  entries.  Copies  of  the  EIS 
were  also  sent  to  local  agencies  and  organizations  and  were  available  for 
review  at  public  libraries  within  the  region.  Copies  were  also  available  at 
the  listed  BLM  district  offices,  including  the  Las  Vegas  District  Office. 
The  list  of  agencies  and  organizations  to  which  copies  were  sent  appears  in 
Tables  5-1 . 

A  public  comment  period  ran  from  September  28,  1983,  to  January  2,  1984.  EIS 
hearings  were  held  in  Las  Vegas,  Nevada,  November  14,  1983,  and  in  Caliente, 
Nevada,  November  15,  1983.  Comments  and  related  responses  are   printed  at  the 
end  of  the  Chapter. 

Comments 

A  total  of  173  written  and  7  oral  comments  were  received  as  a  result  of  public 
review.  All  of  the  written  comments  are  reproduced  in  this  chapter. 

All  letters  and  testimony  were  reviewed  carefully.  Substantive  comments  which 
questioned  facts  and/or  analysis  or  commented  on  issues  bearing  directly  on 
the  draft  EIS  were  evaluated  and  responded  to.  Changes  and  additions 
necessitated  by  substantive  comments  have  resulted  in  appropriate  changes  to 
the  EIS. 
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Index  of  Letters  and  Oral /Written  Statements 

Comment  letters  and  statements  are  listed  and  numbered  in  Table  5-?.  The 
numbers  are  used  to  correlate  reprinted  letters  with  responses. 

Consistency  With  Other  Plans 

Federal  Agencies 

The  Air  Force  has  generally  supported  wilderness  designations,  but  desires  to 
continue  the  use  of  wilderness  areas  for  the  placement  by  helicopter  of 
portable  solar  powered  electronic  training  aids  and  desires  assurances  that 
use  of  airspace  above  wilderness  areas  for  training  can  continue. 

State  Agencies 

The  Division  of  Forestry  supports  designation  of  possibly  one  of  the  WSAs 
(South  Pahroc  Range)  as  wilderness,  noting  that  some  prime  pinyon-juniper 
sites  exist  in  some  WSAs.  The  agency  prefers  that  most  of  these  remain  in 
"multiple  management". 

Historic  Preservation  and  Archeology  desires  that  BLM  consider  whether  or  not 
known  significant  cultural  resources  or  Native  American  uses  in  the  WSAs  are 
better  managed  through  wilderness  designation  or  through  other  multiple  use 
emphasis. 

State  Parks  generally  supports  wilderness  designation  and  cites  substantial 
support  for  the  types  of  recreation  best  accommodated  in  wilderness 
designation,  in  the  Nevada  Statewide  Comprehensive  Recreation  Plan. 
Additional  support  is  cited  from  the  Governor's  Commission  on  the  Future  of 
Nevada. 

Water  Planning  notes  that  access  to  developed  water  sources  must  be  maintained 
and  that  several  of  the  WSAs  are  wholly  or  partly  in  designated  water  basins. 
The  Department  of  Conservation  and  Natural  Resources  provided  a  draft  position 
paper  which  actively  supports  the  establishment  of  wilderness  areas  in  Nevada 
in  accordance  with  certain  basic  principles  and  provided  a  comprehensive  list 
of  these  principles  to  be  considered  in  analyzing  wilderness  suitability. 

Department  of  Transportation  gave  conditional  support  as  long  as  existing 
transportation  corridors,  including  specifically,  realignment  of  the  Kane 
Springs  Road,  are  not  affected. 

Environmental  Protection  noted  that  WSAs  near  the  power  plant  site  in  Dry  Lake 
Valley  may  sustain  significant  air  quality  impacts  from  SO2,  TSP,  and  NO?. 

Department  of  Wildlife  expressed  concern  about  the  effect  of  wilderness 
designation  on  introduction  of  elk,  if  they  had  not  been  historically 
present.  Consideration  of  crucial  desert  tortoise  habitat  on  the  west  side  of 
the  Delamar  Mountains  was  proposed.  Focus  on  the  effects  of  wilderness 
designation  on  threatened  or  endangered  fish  species  was  also  counselled. 
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Bureau  of  Mines  recommends  waiting  until  the  results  of  current  and  planned 
mineral  studies  are  complete  before  drawing  boundaries.  If  time  doesn't  allow 
selection  of  the  Resource  Development  Alternative  (based  apparently  on  these 
study  results),  then  the  Mo  Action  Alternative  is  recommended. 

County  Government 

We  have  determined  no  conflict  with  Lincoln  County  plans. 

Lincoln  County  Conservation  District 

The  district  finds  that  the  areas  are   wilderness,  inaccessible  to  vehicles, 
little  used,  will  always  be  wilderness  and  consequently  no  reason  exists  for 
designation  of  these  areas  as  wilderness.  They,  therefore  object  to 
designation  of  any  areas  as  wilderness  in  the  Caliente  Resource  Area. 

Table  5-1 

AGENCIES,  ORGANIZATIONS  AND  ELECTED  OFFICIALS 
TO  WHOM  THE  DRAFT  EIS  WAS  SENT 

Federal  Agencies 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Dixie  National  Forest 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Department  of  Commerce 

NOAA  -  National  Weather  Service 

Corps  of  Engineers 

Air  Force  -  Environmental  Policy  and  Assessment 

-  Tactical  Air  Command,  Langley  AFB,  VA 

-  Tactical  Fighter  Weapons  Command,  Nell  is  AFB,  MV 

Department  of  Energy 

-  Washington  D.C. 

-  Western  Area  Power  Administration 

Department  of  the  Interior 

-  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

-  Bureau  of  Mines,  Western  Field  Operation  Center 

-  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  Colorado  Regional  Office 

-  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

-  Geological  Survey 

-  National  Park  Service 

-  Regional  Office 

-  Interagency  Archaeological  Services 

-  Office  of  Public  Analysis 
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Department  of  Transportation 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

-  Washington  Office 

-  Region  IX 

Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation 

Federal  Land  Bank  of  Richfield  Utah 

Federal  Elected  Officials 

Senator  Chic  Hecht,  Nevada 
Senator  Paul  Laxalt,  Nevada 
Representative  Harry  Reid,  Nevada 
Representative  Barbara  Vucanovich,  Nevada 
Senator  Orrin  Hatch,  Utah 
Senator  Jake  Garn,  Utah 
Representative  Dan  Marriott,  Utah 
Representative  James  Hansen,  Utah 

Governors 

Governor  Richard  Bryan,  Nevada 

Governor  Scott  Matheson,  Utah 

Lt.  Governor  Robert  Cashell,  Nevada 

State  Agencies 

Community  Services  (NV)  -  (State  Clearinghouse  distributes  copies  to  State 

agencies) 

Department  of  Wildlife  (NV) 

State  Planning  Coordinator  (UT) 

Energy  Office  (UT) 

State  Elected  Officials 

Southern  Nevada  State  Senators  and  Assemblymen 

Local  Government 

Lincoln  County  Commissioners,  Nevada 

Lincoln  County  Manager 

Iron  County  Commissioners,  Utah 

Washington  County  Commissioner,  Utah 

Lincoln  County  Conservation  District  (quasi-governmental) 

Mayor,  Caliente,  Nevada 

Pioche  Town  Advisory  Board,  Nevada 

Panaca  Town  Advisory  Board,  Nevada 

Alamo  Town  Advisory  Board,  Nevada 
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Five  County  Association  of  Governments,  St.  George,  Utah 

Clark  County  Commission 

Clark  County  Department  of  Comprehensive  Planning 

Local  Cites 

Los  Angeles  Department  of  Water  and  Power 

Lincoln  County  Power 

Universities 

University  of  Nevada,  Reno 

AIME  Nevada  Section 

Desert  Research  Institute 

Fleischmann  College  of  Agriculture 

Agricultural  and  Resource  Economics,  Animal  Science 

Lincoln  County  Extension  Agent 

Mackay  School  of  Mines 

Nevada  Bureau  of  Mines  and  Geology 

Renewable  Natural  Resources 

Society  for  Range  Management 

Water  Resources 
University  of  Nevada,  Las  Vegas 

AIME,  Southern  Nevada  Section 

Archeological  Survey  Division 

Business  and  Economic  Research 

College  of  Science 

Physics  Department 

Desert  Research  Institute 

Museum  of  Natural  History 
Northern  Illinois  University 
Northwestern  University 
University  of  Utah 
Utah  State  University 

State  Multiple  Use  Advisory  Board 

Advisory  Boards 

Las  Vegas  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 

Las  Vegas  District  Multiple-Use  Advisory  Council 

N-5  Grazing  Advisory  Board,  Caliente 

Lincoln  County  Game  Board 

Business 

AM-ARCS  of  Nevada 

AMAX  Exploration,  Inc. 

AMOCO  Production  Co.  (USA) 

ASARCO  Inc. 

Atlantic  Richfield  Company 
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Mountain  Magic  Photography 

C&C  Mining  and  Land  Company 

COMINCO  American,  Inc. 

Denison  Mines 

El   Paso  Natural   Gas  Company 

Envirosphere  Company 

Golden  Triangle  Exploration  Company,  Ltd. 

Homestake  Mining  Company 

Hulse  Engineering/Lincoln  Exploration 

Husky  Mining  Company 

KLAS-TV 

Land  Mining  Abstractor 

Lincoln  Exploration,  Inc. 

Lincoln  County  Telephone  Company 

Meridian  Minerals  Company 

Moapa  Valley  Mining  Company 

Nevada  Power  Company 

Noranda  Exploration 

Panaca  Irrigation  Company 

Paramount  Perlite  Company 

Pioche  Public  Utilities 

Placid  Oil  Company 

Queenstake  Resources  (USA) 

Review  of  New  Energy  Technology 

Skogsberg  U.S. ,  Ltd. 

Snyder  Oil 

Southern  California  Edison  Company 

Utah  International,  Inc. 

Western  Range  Service 

White  Pine  Power  Project 

Organizations 

American  Fisheries  Society 

American  Horse  Protection  Association 

American  Mining  Congress 

American  Wilderness  Alliance 

Audubon  Society 

Caliente  Rotary  Club 

Chamber  of  Commerce,  Cedar  City,  UT 

Chamber  of  Commerce,  Caliente,  NV 

Chamber  of  Commerce,  Pioche,  NV 

Chamber  of  Commerce,  St.  George,  UT 

Chamber  of  Commerce,  U.S.,  Washington,  D.C, 

Citizen  Alert 

Defenders  of  Wildlife 

Desert  Bighorn  Council 

Desert  Sportsman  Rifle  and  Pistol 

Desert  Tortoise  Council 

Earth  First 
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Ecology  Center  of  Southern  California 

Fraternity  of  Desert  Bighorn 

Friends  of  Nevada  Wilderness 

Friends  of  the  Earth 

Funds  for  Animals,  Inc. 

Great  Basin  Zoological  Society 

Greenpeace 

Humane  Society  of  Southern  Nevada 

International  Society  for  the  Protection  of  Wild  Horses  and  Burros 

Las  Vegas  Bronco  Club 

Las  Vegas  Jeep  CI ub 

Las  Vegas  League  of  Women  Voters 

Las  Vegas  Tribal  Council 

MRAN 

Minerals  Exploration  Coalition 

Moapa  Band  of  Paiutes 

Moapa  Business  Council 

NORA 

NORVA 

NRDC  Public  Lands  Institute 

National  Mustang  Association 

National  Wild  Horse  Association 

National  Wildlife  Federation 

Natural  Resources  Defense  Council,  Inc. 

Nature  Conservancy 

Nevada  Board  of  Sheep  Commissioners 

Nevada  Cattlemen's  Association 

Nevada  Conservation  Commission 

Nevada  Conservation  Forum 

Nevada  Land  Action  Association 

Nevada  Miners  and  Prospectors  Association 

Nevada  Mining  Association 

Nevada  Mining  Council 

Nevada  Organization  for  Wildlife 

Nevada  Prospector's  Association 

Nevada  Recreation  and  Park  Society 

Nevada  State  Cowbell es 

Nevada  Wilderness  Association 

Nevada  Wildlife  Federation 

Nevada  Wool  growers  Association 

Northern  Nevada  Native  Plant  Society 

Pacific  Legal  Foundation 

Pioche  Rod  and  Gun  Club 

Pioche  Rotary  Club 

SNORE 

Sierra  Club  Legal  Defense  Fund 

Soil  Conservation  Society  of  America 

Southern  Nevada  Environmental  Forum 

Southern  Nevada  Landcruisers 

Southern  Nevada  Museum  Association 

The  Wilderness  Society 

The  Wildlife  Society 

Washington  County  Cattlemen's  Association 

Wildlife  Management  Institute 
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Others 

Grazing  permit  holders  in  WSAs. 
Mining  claimants  of  record  in  WSAs, 

Pub! ic  Libraries 

Boulder  City  Library 
539  California  Street 
Boulder  City,  Nevada 

Cedar  City  Public  Library 

136  W.  Center 

Cedar  City,  Utah  84720 

Charleston  Heights  Library 

800  Brush  St. 

Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89107 

Clark  County  Community  College 
Learning  Resource  Center 
3200  E.  Cheyenne  Ave. 
North  Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89030 

Clark  County  Library 
1401  E.  Flamingo  Road 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89109 

Colorado  State  University  Library 
Fort  Collins,  Co. 

Henderson  Library 
Henderson,  Nevada  89015 

Lincoln  County  Library 

Box  428 

Pioche,  Nevada  89043 

Lincoln  County  Library 

Caliente  Branch 

Box  306 

Caliente,  Nevada  89008 

Las  Vegas  Public  Library 
1726  E.  Charleston  Boulevard 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89104 

North  Las  Vegas  Library 

2300  Civic  Center  Dr. 

North  Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89030 
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St.  George  Public  Library 

55  West  Tabernacle 

St.  George,  Utah  84770 

University  of  Nevada,  Reno 
Getchell  Library 
Gov't  Publications  Dept. 
Reno,  Nevada  89507 

University  of  Nevada,  Las  Vegas 

Library 

4505  Maryland  Parkway 

Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89154 

Washoe  County  Library 
301  S.  Center  Street 
Reno,  Nevada  789505 

White  Pine  County  Library 
Courthouse  Plaza 
Ely,  Nevada  89301 

Bureau  of  Land  Management  Offices 

Office  of  Public  Affairs,  BLM 
18th  and  C  Streets,  NW 
Washington,  D.C.  20240 

Alaska  State  Office 
701  C.  Street 
Anchorage,  AK  95513 

California  State  Office 
2800  Cottage  Way,  E-2841 
Sacramento,  CA  95825 

Idaho  State  Office 
3380  American  Terrace 
Boise,  ID  83706 

Montana  State  Office 
222  N.  32nd  St. 
Billings,  MT  59107 

Nevada  State  Office 
300  Booth  Street 
Reno,  Nevada  895200 

Colorado  State  Office 
1037  20th  St. 
Denver,  CO  80202 
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New  Mexico  State  Office 
P.O.  Box  1449 
Santa  Fe,  NM  87501 

Oregon  State  Office 
729  NE  Oregon  St. 
Portland,  OR  97208 

Wyoming  State  Office 
2515  Sarren  Avenue 
Cheyenne,  WY  82001 

Battle  Mountain  District  Office 
North  2nd  and  South  Scott  St. 
Battle  Mountain,  Nevada  89820 

Carson  City  District  Office 
1050  E.  William  Street 
Carson  City,  Nevada  89701 

Elko  District  Office 
2002  Idaho  Street 
Elko,  Nevada  89801 

Ely  District  Office 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1 
Ely,  Nevada  89301 

Las  Vegas  District  Office 
4755  West  Vegas  Drive 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89126 

Winnemucca  District  Office 
705  East  4th  Street 
Winnemucca,  Nevada  89445 

Arizona  Strip  District  Office 
196  East  Tabernacle 
St.  George,  Utah  84770 

Cedar  City  District  Office 

1579  North  Main 

Cedar  City,  Utah  84720 

Riverside  District  Office 
1695  Spruce  Street 
Riverside,  California  92507 

Phoenix  District  Office 
2929  West  Charleston  Avenue 
Phoenix,  Arizona  85017 

Tonopah  Resource  Area  Office 
102  Old  Radar  Base 
Tonopah,  Nevada  89049 
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Table  5-2 
INDEX  OF  COMMENT  LETTERS 

Letter 

Number Agency,  Organization  or  Individual 


1 •  Governor's  Consistency  Review  -  John  Walker, 

Nevada  State  Office  of  Community  Services 

2-  Governor's  State  Position  -  Linda  Ryan,  Nevada 

State  Office  of  Community  Services 

3-  USD I,  Bureau  of  Mines,  Western  Field  Operation 

Center 

4.  USD  I,  Geological  Survey,  Assistant  Director  for 

Engineering  Geology 

5.  USDI,  National  Park  Service,  Western  Region 

6-  USDI,  DOD,  Air  Force,  Regional  Civil  Engineer, 

Western  Region 

7.  USDI,  DOE,  Western  Area  Power  Administration 

8.  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Region  IX 
9-  State  Agency  Comments  -  John  Walker,  Nevada 

State  Office  of  Community  Services 
TO-  Nevada  Bureau  of  Mines  and  Geology,  UNR 

H.  Department  of  Minerals,  State  of  Nevada 

12.  Department  of  History,  UNR,  James  Hulse 

13.  Division  of  Environmental  Studies,  Benjamin 

Orlove,  U.C.  Davis 

14.  Clark  County  Department  of  Comprehensive 

Planning 

15.  Los  Angeles  Department  of  Water  and  Power, 

White  Pine  Power  Project 
15.  Freeport  Exploration  Company,  M.L.  Berkbigler 

17.  Mountain  Magic,  Steve  Werble 

18.  Nevada  Discovery  Tours,  Jean  Ford 
19-  Southern  California  Edison  Company 

20.  Citizen  Alert 

21.  Defenders  of  Wildlife 

22.  Ecology  Center  of  Southern  California 

23.  Nevada  Wildlife  Federation,  Inc. 

24.  Sierra  Club,  National  BLM  Wilderness  Chairman 

25.  Sierra  Club,  Redwood  Chapter 

26.  Sierra  Club,  Toiyabe  Chapter,  Las  Vegas  Group, 

Public  Lands  Chairman 

27.  Sierra  Club,  Toiyabe  Chapter,  Las  Vegas  Group, 

Wilderness  Chairman 

28.  Wild  Horse  Organized  Assistance  (WHOA!) 

29.  Wilderness  Society,  Inc. 

30.  Wildlife  Management  Institute 

31.  Wildlife  Society,  The 
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Letter 

Number Agency,  Organization  or  Invididual 

32.  Alderson,  Doug 

33.*  Allen,  Margaret 

Allen,  Milton 
34.*  Aegaueta,  Ph.D.,  Dorothy 

Baruch,  Rose 

Baruch,  Sierra 

Baruch,  Suanne 

Baruch,  William 

35.  Avellar,  George  L. 

36.  Barbour,  Laurie  Ann 

37.  Barbuck,  Walter 

38.  Bernshaw,  Elliott 

39.  Bliss,  Thomas 

40.  Borzone,  Hal 

41 .  Bowen,  Anita  A. 

42.  Brier,  Marc 

43.  Brown,  Angus 

44.  Bye,  Marie 

45.  Canfield  Ph.D.,  John  C. 

46.  Carl,  P.  Kay 

47.  Chaplick,  John 

48.  Christoph,  Marquerite 

49.  Cinkoske,  Cheri 

50.  Cleerey,  Stuart 

51.  Clifford,  Paul  C. 

52.  Clifford,  Paul  C. 

53.  Clifford,  Paul  C. 

54.  Clifford,  Paul  C. 

55.  Coho,  Carolyn 

56.  Conner,  Doug 

57.*  Cunningham,  Cynthia 

Cunningham,  Harold 

58.  Dargan,  Tom 

59.  DeRecat,  Nicole  R. 

60.  Dingacci,  Lorie 

61 .  Draney,  Curtis  T. 
62.*  Dubuy,  M.D.,  Carl  T. 

Dubuy,  Emilie  I. 

63.  Earlenbaugh,  Marcia  E. 

64.  Eley,  James  S. 

65.  Evenson,  John 
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66.  Farley,   Paul   J. 

67.  Faryna,   Ellen 

68.  Fischer,  Virlis 

69.  Foil  is,   Mrs.   Betty 
70.*  Full ,   Beverly  A. 

Full,   Elliott  D. 

71 .  Furtek,  Bob 

72.  Gailey,  Mark 

73.  Geffen,  Alice 

74.  Gibble,  Dr.  Walter 

75.  Girdler,  Barbara  K. 

76.  Glaser,  PhD.,  N.  William 

77.  Good,  Ron  P. 

78.  Graber,  MO.,  David  J. 

79.  Greenman,  J.N.R. 

80.  Harold,  R.  Andy 

81 .  Hester,  Mrs.  Nil  da 

82.  Hiers,  Richard  and  Family 

83.  Himmelreich,  Jesse  L. 

84.  Holaday,  Bobbie 

85.  Hoppus,  Michael  L. 

86.  Hutchison,  Alan  D. 

87.  Idler,  MO.,  Richard  S. 

88.  Johnson,  Abby 

89.  Johnson,  Norman 

90.  Johnson,  Patricia 

91 .  Jones,  MD.,  Roy 

92.  Joyce,  Rick 

93.  Kearns,  Jim 

94.  Kee,  Ralph  W. 

95.  Kenevan,  Kenneth 

96.  Kien,  Terry 

97.  Knapp,  Barbara 

98.  Knapp,  W.  Mace 

99.  Krieg,  Joseph  J. 

100.  Kressner,  Lowell 

101 .  Le  Gate,  Lawson 

102.  Levin,  John 

103.  Lovinger,  Mike 

104.  Lovinger,  Mike 

105.  Maurer,  Peter 
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106.  Markeloff,  R. 

107.  Maul  don,  Maria 

108.  McWherter,  Mike 

109.  Megowan,  Patrick 

110.  Melts,  Harry 

111 .  Melts,  Harry 

112.  Memmer,  Michael 

113.  Messenger,  Thomas 

114.  Mitas,  Helen 

115.  Mossman,  Robert 

116.  Morris,  Frank 

117.  O'Bryan,  Dan 

118.  Ormond,  Lois 

119.  Ornstein,  Janice 

120.  Otley,  Ph.D.  Kurt  0. 

121 .  Paddock,  David  M. 

122.  Parr,  Becky 

123.  Parr,  D.  Mark 

124.  Peacock,  P.M. 

125.  Peacock,  Tanya 

126.  Pelech,  Walter  and  Dorothy 

127.  Perenot,  Carla  H. 

128.  Polinar,  Daryl 

129.  Presutto,  Anthony 

130.  Price,  Michael  D. 

131.  Pumphrey,  Marilynne  C. 
132.*  Purinton,  Beverley  W. 

Purinton,  Donald  L. 

133.  Raymond,  C.E. 

134.  Raz,  Ron 

135.*  Reimers,  Eleanor 

Reimers,  Norman 

136.*  Riddle,  Danny 

Riddle,  Vikki 

137.  Rinehart,  Frank 

138.*  Ritland,  Christopher  L. 

Ritland,  Mary  E. 

139.  Roberts,  Gene  D. 

140.  Robertson,  Joseph  M. 

141 .  Rodewald,  Charles 
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142.  Ross,  John 

143.*  Sanders,  Archable  O'Neill 

Sanders,  Catherine  0. 

Sanders,  Scott  C. 

144.  Scherb,  Ben 

145.  Schiller,  Gregory  T. 

146.  Schindler,  Jr.,  G.E. 

147.  Schmelzer,  Marcia 

148.  Schnurmann,  Erika 

149.  Secord,  Reed 

150.  Shaw,  Enid 

151.  Siletz,  Ari  B. 

152.  Smith,  Rob 

153.  Smith,  Robert  C. 

154.  Soileau,  Don 

155.  Starratt,  Betty  F. 

156.  Steinkell  ner,  D.  Marshall 

157.  Steinkellner,  Ralph 

158.  Stevens,  Jan 

159.  Stifler,  John 

160.  Swanson,  John  R. 

161 .  Teague,  Jonathan 

162.  Tepke,  Glen 

163.  Thieret,  Jeff 
164.*  Thomas,  Frank 

Thomas,  Phyllis 
165.*  Thompson,  Barbara 

Thompson,  Dan 

166.  Tolfree,  Robert 

167.  Tree,  Elissa 

168.  Unwin,  John 
169.*  Valdez,  Michael 

Lux,  Melissa  D. 

170.  Von  Ode,  Hollie 

171 .  Wagner,  Nick 

172.  Walther,  Eric  G. 

173.  Weaver,  Steve  and  Kathie 

174.  Welch,  Dean 

175.  Wilson,  Richard  C. 

176.  Winter,  Roger 
177.*  Zeller,  Robert  0. 


Zeller,  Ruth  W. 


*Denotes  multiple  signatures. 


5-15 


imiiHuuiuuHuiMuu  n, 


COMMENT  LETTER     1 


COMMENT  LETTER    1 


STATE  OF  NEVADA 


HiCHAKi*  H,  BRVAN 


LINDA   A     RYAN 


STATE  OFFICE  OF  COMMUNITY  SERVICES 

Caison  City,  Nevada     89710 
(702)   885-4420 

September  17,  1985 


Edward  F.  Spang,  Director 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Nevada  State  Office 
P.O.  Box  12000 
Reno,  Nevada  89520 

Re:   Governor's  Consistency  Revie 

Dear  Mr .  Spang : 


SAI  NV  #85300016 


The  State  of  Nevada  haa  reviewed  the  Caliente  Preliminary 
Final  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  for  the 
Caliente  Resource  Area.  As  you  know,  in  December  the  Governor's 
Office,  in  cooperation  with  several  executive  branch  State 
agencies,  presented  a  consensus  position  to  the  BLM  on  the  Draft 
Caliente  Wilderness  EIS.  In  that  position  the  State  opposed  the 
Clover  Mountains  and  South  Pahroc  WSA ' s  and  requested  boundary 
adjustments  to  the  Meadow  Valley  WSA. 

In  response  to  the  State's  comments  on  the  Draft  EIS,  the 
BLM  has  satisfied  our  concerns  regarding  the  South  Pahroc  WSA  and 
thus,  we  withdraw  our  opposition  to  this  area  as  a  WSA. 

In  reference  to  the  Clover  Mountains  WSA,  we  must  again 
reiterate  our  position  that  this  area  be  dropped  from  further 
wilderness  consideration.  As  discussed  in  our  comments  in  the 
DEIS,  we  believe  that  the  mineral  values  in  this  wilderness  study 
area  are  considerably  higher  than  indicated  in  the  Draft  and 
Final  Environmental  Impact  Statements.  Additionally,  we  continue 
to  support  the  importance  of  this  area  for  mule  deer  habitat.  In 
our  view,  management  of  this  habitat  would  not  be  consistent  with 
wilderness  status. 


In  reviewing  the  BLM ' S 
Meadow  Valley  WSA,  we  again 
this  area  meet  acceptable 


sponse  to  ou 
in  must  insist  tha 
wilderness  criteria 


posi  tion  on   the 

only   portions  of 

Whi le  wilderness 


Edward  F .  Spang 
September  17,  1985 
Page  2 


values  do  exist  in  the  Hackeberry  Canyon  area  (with  the  exception 
of  livestock  developments  at  the  bottom  of  the  canyon),  we 
continue  to  support  the  Resource  Development  Alternative  for  this 
WSA . 

We  would  like  to  thank  you  for  considering  our  position  on 
the  Caliente  Wilderness  EIS  and  we  look  forward  to  further 
discussion  of  the  wilderness  qualities  for  each  of  the  areas 
discussed  above. 


Sincerely , 


John  B.  Walker,  Coordinator 
State  Clearinghouse,  0CS\SP0C 
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COMMENT  LETTER    2 


STATE  OF  NEVADA 


RICHAHD    H 


STATE  OFFICE  OF  COMMUNITY  SERVICES 

Capitol  Coi.ii.len 

Carson  Clly.  Nevada     89710 

i702)    885-4420 

December  28,  1984 


Kemp  Corn,  District  Manager 
Las  Vegas  District 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada   89126 


Re: 


Governor's  State  Position,  SAI  NV  #85300016 


Dear  Mr.  Corn: 

The  State  of  Nevada  has  reviewed  the  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  and  Preliminary  Wilderness  Recommendations  for  the 
Cal 1 ente  Resource  Area,  and  has  developed  the  following  position. 

Five  wilderness  study  areas  were  considered  in  the  Callente 
Resource  Area.  All  or  most  of  four  of  these  are  recommended  for 
wilderness  designation  1n  the  BLM's  preferred  alternative. 

The  Bureau  recommends  that  almost  all  of  the  Clover  Mountains 
Wilderness  Study  Area  be  considered  for  wilderness  designation. 
The  State  cannot  agree  with  this  position.   We  believe  that  the 
mineral  values  in  this  wilderness  study  area  are  considerably 
higher  than  indicated  1n  these  reports.   We  also  note  the  impor- 
tance of  the  mule  deer  habitat  areas  found  here  to  the  State  and 
the  County;  vegetative  manipulation  1s  needed  to  Improve  the  deer 
habitat  and  would  not  be  consistent  with  wilderness  status   ue 
find  these  resource  conflicts  sufficient  to  recommend  deleting  the 
Clover  Mountains  Wilderness  Study  Area  from  further  consideration. 

The  State  concurs  with  the  Bureau's  position  that  the  Delamar 
Mountains  Wilderness  Study  Area  should  be  dropped  from  further 
consideration  as  wilderness,  due  to  the  many  resource  conflicts. 

The  Bureau  recommends  that  roughly  half  of  the  Meadow  Valley 
Range  be  designated  as  a  wilderness  area.   We  note  the  resource 
conflicts  found  within  the  range.   This  1s  a  rather  dry  and 
Isolated  area.   The  highest  wilderness  values  are  found  1n  the 
Hackberry  Canyon  area.   The  State  will  support  designation  of  this 
portion  of  the  wilderness  study  area,  as  shown  in  the  Resource 
Development  Alternative,  excluding  the  livestock  developments  at 
the  bottom  of  the  canyon. 


Kemp  Conn,  District  Manager 
December  28,  1984 
Page  Two 


The  Bureau  recommends  the  designation  of  a  small  portion  of 
the  Mormon  Mountains  Wilderness  Study  Area.   The  State  concurs  with 
this  recommendation.   This  area  has  high  wilderness  values,  over- 
riding other  resource  conflicts. 

The  Bureau  recommends  designation  of  almost  all  of  the  South 
Pahroc  Range  Wilderness  Study  Area.   This  is  a  dry,  isolated  and 
rocky  area  of  known  archeol og1 cal  values.   The  wilderness  study 
area  boundaries  have  excluded  most  known  conflicts,  e.g.,  with 
livestock  or  mineral  values.   However,  the  Department  of  Wildlife 
proposes  this  area  for  bighorn  sheep  use,  and  notes  that  they  have 
no  record  of  earlier  bighorn  use  1n  this  area.   They  are  concerned 
that  bighorn  transplantation  and  development  of  water  sources 
needed  for  sheep  would  be  hindered  by  wilderness  designation.   The 
State  can  support  wilderness  designation  of  this  area  1f  these 
wildlife  problems  can  first  be  resolved. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  review  and  comment  on  this 
material.   Please  feel  free  to  contact  us  If  you  need  Information 
about  any  of  these  areas. 


Si  nc'erel  y 


Linda  A.  Ryan 
D1 rector 
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RESPONSE  LETTER    2 


COMMENT  LETTER     3 


Response  to  Letter  2 

1.   A  mineral  survey  has  been  completed  by  the  USGS/USBOM  and  Its  results  will 
be  utilized  as  thlB  WSA  moves  further  through  the  consideration  process. 
This  mineral  study  constitutes  the  latest  and  best  available  data  and  its 
preliminary  indications  are  that  mineral  potential  In  the  WSA  remains 
limited.   Our  analysis  of  the  potential  increase  in  deer  numbers  due  to 
vegetation  conversion  In  the  WSA  indicates  that  under  the  Proposed  Action, 
an  opportunity  to  increase  deer  numbers  in  the  area  of  the  conversion  ,by 
ten  percent  would  be  foregone.   The  area  identified  as  potentially 
available  for  vegetation  manipulation  is  located  primarily  on  steeper 
southerly  facing  slopes.   These  are  not  amenable  to  mechanical  conversion 
practices  and  chemical  methods  are  currently  prohibited.   Because  of  the  ' 
physiographic  and  vegetation  situation,  burning  would  be  difficult. 
Following  burning,  seeding  with  browse  species  not  native  to  the  area 
would  be  necessary  to  avoid  a  cheatgrass  invasion.   Seeding  with 
non-native  species  would  be  prohibited  in  a  designated  wilderness.  'The 
opportunity  loss  in  deer  numbers  is  limited.   For  these  reasons,  It  was 
decided  that  the  area'B  wilderness  values  far  outweighed  the  potential 
conflict  with  other  resources  and  that  the  original  recommendation  should 
stand. 

2.   Substantial  wilderness  values  exist,  unencumbered  by  conflicts,  In  the 
main  ridge  area  as  indicated  in  the  Proposed  Action. 


and  thus  may,  and 
en  adversely 


Bighorn  sheep  were  historically  present  in  this  range 

have  been,  reintroduced.   Because  bighorn  sheep  have  b 

affected  by  past  human  activity,  properly  planned,  designed  and  located 
water  developments  which  are  compatible  with  designated  wilderness  can  be 
installed  (Wilderness  Management  Policy,  III.D.2). 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior  v 

BUREAU  OF  MINES  ggj  , 

WESTERN  FIELD  OPERATIONS  CENTER 

EAST  360   3RD  AVENGE 

Sf'OKANE.  WASHINGTON  'J9202 

December  27,   198* 


To;  Kemp  Conn,  District  Manager — Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Las  Vegas,   Nevada 
ATTENTION:     Callente  Wilderness  DEIS  Team  Leader 

From:  Supervisor—Minerals   Involvement  Section 

Subject:      Draft   Callente  Wilderness   Environmental    Impact   Statement    (DEIS) 
Southern  Lincoln  and  Northeastern  Clark  Counties,  Nevada 

We  have  reviewed  the  Callente  Wilderness  DEIS  which  contains  an  excellent 
evaluation  of  mineral    resources  within  the  five  wilderness  study  areas  of 
the  report.     The  assessment  of  adverse  and  beneficial   effects  of  the  five 
alternative  plans  on  mineral    resources  seems  to  be  excellent  and  accurate. 
Although  numerous  mines,  prospects,  claims,  and  their  related  geologic 
formations  occur  1n  these  study  areas,  certain  modest  boundary  adjustments 
could  eliminate  most  of  the  potential   conflict  between  mineral   resource  and 
wilderness  values.     First,  the  boundaries  of  the  Clover  Mountains,  Meadow 
Valley  Range,  and  South  Pahroc  Range  study  areas  should  be  modified  as  shown 
on  the  enclosed  maps.     Second,  the  Mormon  Mountains  study  area  should  not  be 
recommended   for  wilderness. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  your  environmental    Impact  statement. 


D'Arcy  P.   Banister 
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SOUTH  PAHROC  RANGE  NV-050-0132 
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,  SI  PREFERRED 
J  RESOURCE  DEVELOPMENT 
WILDERNESS  ACCENT 
ALL  WILDERNESS 


ALTERNATIVES 
MEADOW   VALLEY  RANGE    NV-050-0156 


RESPONSE  LETTER  3 


Response  to  Letter  3 

1,    Thank  you  for  your  comments.   We  have  evaluated  all  of  the  available 

mineral  data  Including  the  completed  and/or  draft  USGS/USBOM  reports.   In 
ho  doing,  we  balanced  mineral  potential  against  other  resource  values  and 
the  Proposed  Action  represents  the  result  of  that  process.   Your 
information  will  be  incorporated  into  the  Wilderness  Study  Report  which 
will  be  forwarded  to  Congress.   Congress  will  make  the  final  decision  to 
designate  all,  part  or  none  of  these  areas  as  Wilderness. 
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United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 


GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 
RESTON,  VA.  221)92 


DEC      61 


In  Reply  Refer  To: 
WGS-Mall  Stop  423 
DES  84/52 


Memorandum 

To:  District   Manager,    Bureau  of   Land   Management 

Las  Vegas ,    Nevada 

From:  Assistant   Director  for  Engineering   Geology 

Subject:     Review  of  draft  environmental   statement  for  preliminary  wilderness 
recommendations,  Callente  Resource  Area,  Lincoln  County,   Nevada 

We  have  reviewed  the  draft  statement  and  have  the  following  comments. 

The  data  base  for  the  mineral -resources  assessment  appears  to  be  Inadequate 
and  the  system  for  classifying  mineral   potential    1s  misleading.     Although  the 
classification  system  (CS)  groups  minerals  in  a  logical  manner,   It  Implies 
that  lack  of  data  equals  lack  of  potential   for  economic  extraction  of 
minerals.     Class   5  of  the   CS   (p.    3-5)  mistakenly  lumps  areas  with   insufficient 
data  and  areas  unfavorable  for  minerals.     The  description  of  Class  5  (p.  A-2) 
falls  to  clarify  this  point. 

The  descriptions  of  Class  4   (p.  3-5,  A-3)  do  not   state  whether  the  interpre- 
tations  In  this  class  Indicate  only  favorable  potential,  only  unfavorable 
potential,   or  both.      Although   page   A-2  warns   against   simplifying  this  class 
to  "unqualified,"  there   seems  to  be  no  choice  but  to  use  "unqualified" 
because   the  descriptions    shed   no  light  on  any  other   interpretations.      The 
description   of  Class   4    (p.    A-2)   states   that  these  areas  have   "the  next 
lower  amount  of  potential."     Yet  the  next  sentence  states  that  "areas  with 
unqualified  potential   should  not  be  considered  as  less  than  the  areas 
with  higher  potential."     This   Is  a  contradiction.     The  description  of 
Class   4  concludes   "much   of  the   area  with  unqualified   potential    may   be 
included   with  the   next   lower  class   once   significant  data   is   Interpreted." 
But  additional    data  might  move  the  area  into  a  higher  class.     This  adds  to 
the  bias,  mentioned  earlier,  that  lack  of  data  is   Interpreted  as  lack  of 
potential . 

Classes  1  and  2  {p.  3-5,  A-4)  use  the  phrase  "significant  quantities"  in 
their  definitions.  Significant  is  a  vague  term  that  should  be  replaced. 
Perhaps  "currently  economic"  or  "measured  reserves  or  resources"  is  what 
is  meant.     Also,  the  last  sentence  of  the  explanation  of  Class,  2  is  unclear. 


District   Manager,    Bureau  of   Land   Management  2 

The  classification  used  1n   this   document   is  not  a  method   of  classifying  the 
potential    for  the  occurrence  of  mineral    resources.     Rather  1t  is  an  attempt 
to  classify  the   current   and  future   potential    for   the  economic   exploitation 
of  mineral    resources.     Yet  this  distinction  1s  never  made.     An  economic- 
potential   classification  system  1s  a  reasonable,  useful   approach;  however,  it 
is  very  complex  and  difficult  to  establish.     If  an  economic  classification 
system  is  used,  then   lack  of  Information  may  lead  to  the  conclusion  that 
economic  exploitation  1s  unlikely  to  occur  1n  the  future.     To  make  such  a 
conclusion  of   "low  economic  potential,"  one  must  give  the  economic  factors 
(e.g.,  lack  of  1nfrastructure--roads,  electricity,  etc.;  lack  of  demand  for 
a  specific  commodity  at  a  specific  price;  expected  economic  trends).     Since 
this  document  gives  no  economic  factors  for  its  conclusions,  1t  Is  Impossible 
to  deduce  how  these  conclusions   (determinations  of  potential}  are  drawn. 

The  levels  of   "Relative  Potential"    (p.   3-5,  A-3)   are  "Classes"  as   in  the 
explanation  of  Class  2.     They  are  not  relative  to  one  another,  unless,  as 
Implied,   less  Information  equates  with  relatively  lower  potential,  and  that 
Is   Incorrect. 

Figure  4-1   (following  p.  4-4)  shows   "significant   impacts"  but  the  figure  1s 
oversimplified.     According  to  the  chart,  if  an  active  perllte   (Commodity 
Group  4)  mine  were  producing   ('Potential'   Class  1)  and  employed  any  number 
of  people,  its  existence  would  cause  no  significant  Impact.     The  figure  is 
also  misleading  because  it  implies  that  undiscovered  resources  have  no 
significant  Impact. 

It  Is  stated  that  "The  classification  system  used  In  this  EIS  analysis 
involves   relative   ranking   of  commodity   groups  by   legal    acquisition."     Yet 
the   legal   terms   "locatable,"   "leasable,"  and   "salable"  are  not  used  in  the 
classification. 

In   regard  to  water   resources,   we   note  that   trampling  and   fecal    con'aminatlon 
by  livestock   probably  have  contaminated  or  will   contaminate  all   spring  waters 
(p.   3-8).     We  suggest  that  the  analysis   should  Indicate  whether  wilderness 
designation  will    preclude  any  efforts   to  maintain  or  restore  potability. 


I   James   F.    Devine 
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RESPONSE  LETTER  4 


COMMENT  LETTER     5 


Response  to  Letter  4 

1.  The  classification  system  was  structured  based  on  the  data  available  at 
the  time  of  writing  the  DEIS  with  the  knowledge  that  its  shortcomings 
would  be  rectified  in  the  FEIS  when  newer  studies  became  available.   Newer 
data,  including  USGS'h  geochemlcal  studies,  have  been  completed  and 
analyzed.   Appropriate  changes  have  been  made.   Classes  4  and  5  from  the 
DEIS  have  been  dropped  as  planned  and  a  new  Class  4  described  which 
indicates  lowered  or  no  potential  baaed  on  newer  data  (Appendix  Tables  3-1 
and  3-2). 

2.  Your  terminology  is  taken  from  the  McKelvey  classification  system  which  we 
are  not  using  la  this  analysis.   The  last  sentence  of  Claas  2  has  been 
rewritten  (Appendix  Table  3-2). 

3.  The  term  "significant  quantities:  was  uaed  because  a  broader  measure  than 
"currently  economic"  was  desired.   The  latter  term  could  exclude  a  large 
quantity  of  material  of  slightly  lower  than  currently  economic 
concentration  for  example,  while  the  former  term  would  include  it,  while 
excluding  areas  with  trace  amounts  or  small  pocketB  of  high  concentration. 


This  table  has  been 


written 


5.  Figure  4-2  analyzes  the  significance  of  impacts  to  the  nation's  mineral 
supply  availability.   The  loss  of  a  perllte  mine  would  not  be  significant 
In  that  sense,  since  It  is  abundant  elsewhere.   The  significance  of  such  a 
loss  might  well  be  felt  in  the  local  economy  and  would  be  Identified  as  a 
social  or  economic  effect. 

Based  upon  favorable  information,  undiscovered  resources  are  highly 
speculative  as  to  actual  occurrence,  specific  location  and  economic 
viability,  and  do  not  warrant  being  flagged  as  a  "significant  impact" 
considering  the  high  degree  of  uncertainty  involved. 

6.  Rewritten  to  clarify  (App.  A). 

7.  Efforts  to  restore  potability  would  not  be  precluded  by  wilderness 
designation  and  this  has  been  clearly  identified  in  the  document  as 
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Memorandum 


United  Stares  Department  of  the  Interior 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

WESTERN  REUKW 

+5M  GULDEN  (I.VTE  AVENlit,  BOX  )<MM>! 

&AN  FKANaSCO.  CALIFORNIA  V4H>2 


To:       District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Las  Vegas 

From:  ^C^iCegional  Director,  Western  Region 

Subject:   Caliente  Draft  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  DES-84/52 

In  accordance  with  the  State  Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Management ,  Nevada's 
letter  of  September  26,  1984,  we  have  reviewed  the  subject  document  and  have 
the  following  comments. 


1)   Page  2,  Number 


2)   Page  4: 


4)   Page  3-2: 


We  recommend  that  this  sentence  be  reworded  as 
follows: 

"Limiting  motorized  access  reduces  opportunities 
for  looting  and  vandalism;  thus,  wilderness 
designation  offers  greater  protection  for  both 
known  and  undiscovered  arclieologlcal  and  histor- 
ical resources. " 

Why  excavate  sites  in  a  wilderness  area  except 
for  pure  research?   What  site  stabilization 
problems  are  foreseen  in  a  wilderness  area  vis- 
a-vis  limited  access  and  limited  funding  for 
stabilization  even  on  lands  which  are  generally 
open  to  the  public  for  recreational  and  other 
commercial  uses?   (See  also  pages  9,  16,  24,  37 
etc.,  for  similar  statements). 

The  statement :   "Components  of  known  sites 
include  open  litic  scatters,  rock  shelters, 
temporary  camp  sites  and  milling  sites"  should 
be  rephrased.   These  are  known  site  types  not 
components . 

Is  the  survey  being  referred  to  the  Rusco  and 
Munoz  1983  entry  in  the  bibliography?   Also, 
the  Class  I  (1978)  cultural  resources  inventory 
does  not  appear  in  the  bibliography. 


COMMENT  LETTER      5 


6)   Pages  4-10  and  4-11: 


Standard  Operating  Procedures  (Item  5) 

This  listing  of  regulations  does  not  spell  out 
the  procedures  or  what  the  compliance  process 
actually  consists  of.   What  will  be  done, 
when,  etc.?  Has  consultation  with  the  SHPO 
been  started,  etc.? 

The  entire  section  on  cultural  resource  is 
poorly  written,  confusing,  and  ambiguous, 
i.e.,  the  sentence:  "Impacts  to  cultural 
resources ... .will  be  both  beneficial  and 
potentially  adverse  and  will  be  offsetting." 

The  succeeding  sentence  "Adverse  impacts  will 
result  from  some  increase  in  primitive 
recreational  use  and  associated  increase  In 
vandalism  and  inadvertent  damage  to  cultural 
resources..."  is  contradictory  to  statements 
in  the  Caliente  supplemenary  technical  report 
(i.e.,  page  9)  which  states  that  the  blocking 
of  motorized  access  to  the  WSA  will  reduce 
opportunities  for  looting  and  vandalism  (and 
hence  beneficial) . 

The  paragraph  continues:   "Adverse  impacts 
will  also  occur  due  to  much  higher  costs  of 
intensive  inventory  and  recordation  In  a 
wilderness  area."   With  limited  funding  for 
cultural  resources,  why  does  the  USA  get  a 
priority  for  survey  and  recordation?  If  bo, 
why  not  do  project  specific  Inventories,  and 
general  surveys  prior  to  designation  as  a 
WSA?   It  Is  not  clear  how  inventory/recordation 
costs  constitute  a  direct  adverse  impact  to  an 
archeological  site  in  a  wilderness  area  where 
public  access  is  severely  restricted  and 
greater  monitoring  is  to  be  provided  (see 
paragraph  2,  same  page). 

The  paragraph  also  states  that  deterioration 
of  sites  will  occur  since  management  will  not 
normally  include  site  stabilization  (see  Item 
2,  this  letter).  Does  site  stabilization 
take  a  priority  in  a  limited  access  WSA  when 
few  stabilization  funds  are  available  and  such 
funds  are  insufficient  to  cover  stabilization 
needs  on  BLM  lands  in  non-WSA  areas. 
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The   concluding    two   paragraphs   on   cultural 
resources   contain   similar   problems   and   ambigui- 
ties/contradictions. 


We  appreciate   the  opportunity   to  review  your  draft  state 


(Jj    ,     IjVuvJUlQ^ 


hjWJJlj 


cc: 

WASO    (762) 

IAS 
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Response  to  Letter  5 

1.  Your  Items  1,  2,  and  3  refer  to  the  Technical  Report  which  la  In  final 
form  and  was  Intended  for  your  uBe  as  supplementary  Information.   The 
theme  regarding  additional  protection  for  cultural  resources  in  designated 
wilderness  areas  has  been  carried  through  the  FEIS .   Site  excavation  In 
wilderness  areas  would  only  occur  for  pure  research,  but  would  be 
potentially  more  difficult  due  to  wilderness  restrictions.   No 
stabilization  Is  proposed  or  foreseen. 

2.  Yea.   The  citation  haa  been  added  to  text  and  references  for  both. 

3.  The  entire  section  on  Btandard  operating  procedures  has  been  deleted 
during  rewriting  of  the  document.   The  SHPO  has  reviewed  and  commented 
upon  the  EIS. 

4.  The  entire  sections  relative  to  cultural  resources  have  been  rewritten  or 
deleted,  as  appropriate. 


The  entire  sections  relative  to  cultural  resources  have  been  rewritten  or 
deleted,  aa  appropriate.   WSAs  do  not  gain  priority  funding  for  aurvey  and 
recordation.   Priorities  are  set  by  project  proposals  and  for  highly 
productive  cultural  resource  areas  such  as  the  Mormon  Mountains.   As 
stated,  stabilization  is  not  normally  permitted,  but  can  be  allowed  on  a 
eaae-by-case  basis.   WSA  atatus  confera  no  priority  for  such  work.  Rather 
It  renders  sites  as  more  likely  to  remain  subject  to  the  vagaries  of 
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ROV  (Cameron/556-6439) 
Caliente  Wilderness  DEIS  Team 


Mr.    Kemp   Conn 

District  Manager 

ATTN:       Caliente   Wilderness   DEIS  Team  Leader 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.O.    Box   26569 

Laa    Vegas,    Nevada      89128 

1.  We   appreciate   your    invitation    to   comment  on   the   Draft    Caliente   Wilderness 
Environmental    Impact   Statement    (DEIS).       The   Air   Force    supports    the   wilderness 
designation    program   and    strongly   desires    that   designation  of   appropriate   areas 
proceed.      We   believe,    however,    that    the   proposed   action  doeB   have    the 
potential    to    impact    the   Air   Force's   ability    to   operate   and   train   in   the   Nellis 
Air   Force   Range. 

2.  In    the   past,    the   Air  Force   haa    located    training   areas   away    from   population 

centers    in  order    to   minimize   disturbances    to    the    public.      Our   activity   over 
the   Nellis    Range   and   in   the   Desert    Military   Operations   Area   (HOA)    is 
invaluable    to    the   Air   Force   because    the   essential    training   that    is    conducted 
there    is   relatively   isolated   from  conflicts   with  other   public   uses.      We   are 
concerned   that    the   continued  operation  of  military   aircraft   on   the   Nellis   Air 
Force   Range   and   the  adjacent   Desert    MOA   is   not    adequately   described. 

3.  For  many   years,    military   aircrews   have   regularly   trained   over   the    land   now 
proposed    for   designation   as   wilderness.       The   Air  Force   has   a   critical   need   for 
airspace   where   we   can   fly   low  and   at    supersonic    speeds.      The    location  of   the 
existing   NelliB   Range   and   airspace,    the    shortage   of   alternatives,    and   the 
investment    at   Nellis   AFB    limit   our   alternatives    for   relocating   the   training 
conducted   in    the   Caliente   area. 

4.  We  also   have   a  continuing   requirement    for    siting   and  operating    small 
ground   electronics   stations   which   simulate   the   electronic   warfare    tacatics   and 
equipment    that    the  Air   Force   expects    to    fight    against,    and   also    small 
electronic    installations   which    track  our   aircraft    during   air   combat 
maneuvering   over    the   range. 

5.  In   order   to   carry   out   our   mission,    we   must,    in  cooperation  with    the 
Department   of    the    Interior,    continue    to    use   the    restricted   airspace   and 
military   operating   areas    as    they   are   charted   and   agreed   with   the    Federal 
Aviation  Administration.       It   should   be    noted   that    the   Air   Force   must   oppose 
proposed   alternatives    that   would   obstruct   our   continued   use   of   the   Nellis 
Range   airspace   including   the   Desert   MOA.       In   addition,    we   desire   that    small 
unattended   sites    be   allowed   within   the   wilderness    areas;    we   are   presently 
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preparing    the   request   which  will    aak    for    seven   small    sites    for   ground 
instrumentation   which   tracka   air   combat   maneuvering.       Three  of   the    sites   are 
in    the   areas    discussed    far   designation   as   wilderness.       The   specific    locations 
are    attached. 

6.      We    ask   your   continued    support   of    the   Air   Force's  mission   by   specifically 
providing    in   the   EIS    (and    subsequent    legislation)    for   our   continued    flight 
operations   over   wilderness   areas    and   by    providing    for    small,    permanent   sites 
for   electronics    equipment.      We   will    provide    additional    specific    data  on  our 
flight    activity   over    the   proposed  wilderness    areas    if   you   desire. 


£-ri\fr 


PHILLIP0E.    LAMMI,    Chief 
Environmental    Planning  Division 


I   Atch 

ACHI    (Elgin)    locations 


Locations   of    Proposed   Air   Combat   Maneuvering      Instrumentation 


Master   TIS,    Mt   Ella 


Remote    TIS, 
Morman    Peak 


Remote   TIS,    Meadow 
Valley  Mountains 


Renwte   TIS,    Meadow 
Valley  Mountains 


Remote   TIS,    Dela 
Mountain    Peak 


Remote   TIS,    Ridge    16.4 
Miles    E  of   Elgin 


Remote   TIS,    Hill    17.2 
Miles    E  of    Carp 


37°    27'  16"   N 

36°    58'  30"   K 

37°       V  43"    N 

37°    15'  15"    N 

37°    20'  19"   N 

37°    23'  32"   N 

37°      8'  36"   H 


114°    28'       3"   W 


114°    30'       I"   W 


114°   47'    28"   W 


114°    35'       3"  W 


114°   43'    43"   W 


114°    14'     21"   W 


114°    11'       7"   W 
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Response  to  Letter  6 

1,  The  Bureau's  Wilderness  Management  Policy  Btates  that  "There  la  no 
specific  prohibition  of  overflight  of  wilderness  by  aircraft".   Low 
overflight  is  discouraged  except  for  "essential  military  missions".   A 
discussion  of  military  overflights  now  appears  in  Chapter  5. 

2,  No  alternative  analyzed  in  this  EIS  proposes  to  atop  currently  used 
airspace.   The  small  electronic  sites  mentioned  were  accommodated  in  areas 
outside  of  HSAs. 

3,  The  purpose  of  an  EIS  is  analysis  of  environmental  impacts  and 
identification  of  mitigating  measures,  not  support  of  various  proposals. 
Your  letter  and  our  added  references  to  your  requests  in  this  document 
serve  as  notice  to  Congress  of  your  concerns.   BLH  policy  does  not  permit 
Becking  special  legislative  exemptions  for  activities  in  wilderness  areas. 
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Department  of  Energy 

Western  Area  Power  Administration 
Boulder  City  Area  Otlice 

P.O-  Box  200 
Boulder  City    NV     89005 
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Refer  to:     G1010 


Mr.   Kemp  Conn 

District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

ATTN:  Mr.  Frank  Maxwell 

P.O.  Box  26569 

Las  Vegas,  Nevada  B9126 

Dear  Mr.  Conn: 


We   appreciate  the  opportunity  to   review  the  draft  Caliente  Wilderness 
Environmental    Impact   Statement.     We   find  the  document  well   written.     Thanks 
should  go  to  Mr.   Frank  Maxwell    for  his  coordination.     Our  emphasis   1s   on 
WSA  050-177  Delamar  Mountains.      Planned  transmission   lines   using   the  corridor 
adjacent   to  Delamar  Mountains  would  be   greatly   restricted   1f  full    Wilderness 
Status   is  designated.     We   support  the  preferred   alternative  for  this  WSA. 


Sincerely, 


c&P-*-^ 


G.   J.  Giles 

Assistant  Area  Manager 
for  Management  Services 
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UNITED  STATES  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

REGION  IX 

215  Fremont  Street 

San  Francisco,  Ca.  94105 


JftN 


2  1985 


Mr.     Kemp   Conn 

District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.O.  Box  26569 

Las  Vegas,  Nevada   89126 

Dear  Mr.  Conn: 

The  Environmental  Protection  Agency  ( EPA)  has  reviewed  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  {DEIS)  titled  PRELIMINARY 
WILDERNESS  RECOMMENDATIONS  FOR  THE  CALIENTE  RESOURCE  AREA;  LINCOLN 
AND  CLARK  COUNTIES,  NEVADA.   We  have  the  enclosed  comments  regarding 
this  DEIS. 


We  have  cl 
Concerns  -  Insuf 
Rating  Definitio 
rated  EC- 2  becau 
include  portions 
2 )  impacts  to  wa 
mining ,  eros  ion 
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The  classificati 
in  the  Federal  R 
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e  g_  i  s  t  e  r 


respons  ibilities  under 


this  DEIS  as  Category  EC- 2 ,    Environmental 

Information  (see  attached  "Summary  of 
Follow-Up  Action").   This  DEIS  has  been 
revision  of  the  Preferred  Alternative  to 

Wilderness  Alternative  is  recommended; 
lity  were  not  addressed  with  regard  to 
s  and  grazing  based  on  the  seasonality  of 
bodies;  3)  no  detailed  air  quality  analyses 
ting  and/or  expected  impacts  from  mining, 
hides  (ORV)  ;  4)  disclosure  of  herbicides 
eas  to  be  treated  were  not  delineated, 
date  of  EPA's  comments  will  be  published 

in  accordance  with  our  public  disclosure 
Section  309  of  the  Clean  Air  Act. 


We  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  review  this  DEIS.   Please 
send  four  copies  of  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(FEIS)  to  this  office  at  the  same  time  it  is  officially  filed 
with  our  Washington,  D.C.  office.   If  you  have  any  questions, 
please  contact  Patrick  J.  Cotter,  Federal  Activities  Branch,  at 
(415)  974-0948  or  FTS  454-0948. 


Sincerely  yours 


J&&>(D 


■iMfi, 


Charles  W.  Murray,  Jr. 
Assistant  Regional  Administrator 
for  Policy  and  Management J 


Enclosure  {3  pages) 


General  Comments 

Criteria  for  selecting  suitable  versus  nonsuitable  wilderness 
areas  within  the  Delmar  Mountains,  the  Meadow  Valley  Range  and 
the  Mormon  Mountains  were  not  clear  in  the  DEIS.   This  is 
particularly  true  when  the  Preferred  Alternative  (p.  2-2  to  2-4) 
and  the  Wilderness  Accent  Alternative  (p.  2-6  to  2-8)  are  compared. 
The  major  reasons  for  the  difference  between  the  amount  of  land 
identified  as  suitable  for  the  two  alternatives  (Table  S-l)  can 
be  attributed  to  mineral  resources,  management  of  ORV  traffic  and 
aesthet  ics . 

Since  mineral  resources  are  speculative,  except  for  sand, 
gravel  and  perolite,  and  ORV  use  has  the  potential  to  be  managed 
to  some  degree,  EPA  recommends  a  reevaluation  of  the  three  WSAs 
listed  above  in  the  Preferred  Alternative.   This  should  include 
larger  portions  of  the  three  WSAs  which  are  considered  manageable 
under  the  Wilderness  Accent  Alternative.   This  suggestion  Is 
based  on  the  DEIS's  description  of  the  WSAs  with  regard  to 
mineral  resources  as  well  as  the  areas  that  are  not  affected  by 
manmade  features  (p.  3-20,  3-23  and  3-26). 

The  FEIS  should  examine  the  demand  and  economic  feasibility 
of  recovering  the  area's  mineral  resources  in  greater  detail.   The 
DEIS  indicates  that  there  is  a  great  deal  of  uncertainty  in  the 
present  assessment  of  these  resources.   However,  the  admitted 
speculative  nature  and  unknown  quantities  of  some  of  the  mineral 
resources  are  used  as  criteria  to  classify  sections  of  the  WSAs 
unsuitable. 

Water  Quality  Comments 

1.  The  only  discussion  related  to  water  within  the  WSAs  is  found 
on  page  3-8.  This  is  the  description  of  the  perennial  stream 
that  is  located  in  the  Clover  Mountain  WSA. 

3|  2.   The  Environmental  Consequences  chapter  should  address  the 
water  quality  impacts  for  the  following  subjects: 

a.  Protection  of  sensitive  areas  of  the  Clover  Mountian  WSA 
stream; 

b.  Protection  of  all  guzzlers  and  springs  found  in  the  WSAs; 

c.  Protection  of  all  special  aquatic  sites  (40  CFR  230.41) 
in  the  WSAs  including  wetlands,  vernal  pools  and  riparian 
vegetation; 

d.  Evaluation  of  erosion  potential  for  seasonal  or  temporary 
streams  and  efforts  necessary  to  protect  those  that  may 
be  impacted  by  cattle  grazing,  road  construction  and  ORVs. 
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3.      Tne    rEB    ■huUlU    IUuihl i  f  v.Uww-m'uuu a-JIIgWwIning    activities 
may    impact    surface   water   quality,    either   permanent    or   seasonal 
water    bodies,    and    underground    aquifers    in    the    vicinity. 


4.       1W  A  Lif  *™*WiprcWtaai;appropVia«eJ^BitlgatIon    for    those 
are-a-s    that   will    have   significant    impacts   onwater   quality. 

Air    Quality    Comments 

1.       Our    scoping    letter,    dated    April    13,     1983,    recommended    that 
the    DEIS: 


^gual^v    cpnditlonH«*tt»fe^Sr«Sfi3-nriT* 
l»St^gaJ*»*ott'K'*mhi%ggir^OualJ.ty.  standards, ■ 

}^in l'»»*P"*ta^i»^^^'  to  air  quality  for  any  alternatives, 
including  recovery  of  minerals  and  petroleum  products  and 
increased  uses  of  ORVs  in  the  WSAr 

-measures  that  will  be  implemented  to 
ir  quality  of  the  area. 

The  DEIS  did  not  address  any  of  these  points  except  for  brief 
statements  on  pages  3-1,  3-2,  4-7,  5-1  and  5-3.   The  above 
issues  must  be  dealt  with  in  greater  detail  in  the  FEIS. 


Pesticides  Comments 


1. 


yi   hn 


Th"  FIT  Tl  _-'-;  11  atata.  whj^^M^^^M^M^^M 

tQj.  ium.."iniinii  luiiLLift. '(p.  4-3). 

Any  herbicides  used  must  be  registered  with  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  and  the  appropriate  State  agency.   All 
applicable  State  regulations,  label  directions  and  instructions 
must  be  followed.   In  addition,  because  the  regulatory  status 
of  chemicals  is  constantly  changing,  EPA  recommends  that  a 
periodic  review  of  the  chemical's  current  regulatory  status 
be  made  prior  to  application. 

niniii!  r      I    I  ty"P    ii       ~"r' mfffVftTiiTfiiiMii^-rrTrtfVrr 

sent  i  nn  nf.»the-FEL%  ■J>e_devoted  to  the  -5ub1ei:t_LagUidjj»gJ. 
T6fi*icac:ion  ratos  ,-  ippl  ioati'on-p?'»sed«re3~and"-  stress-  "to  be 
U^iated. 
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SLmARY  OP   RATING  DEFINITIONS  AND   FOLIDW-UP  ACTION* 
Environmental   Impact  of   the  Action 
LP — Lack  of  Objections 

ItLf'\IeVle^taS  n0t  "entifLed  ="y  Potential  environmental   impacts  requiring 
substantive  changes   to  the  proposal.      The  review  may  have  disclosed  opportunities 
^r^T^tlt™-™^  «»»  C°^d  te  -unshed  with^  more  tLi 

DC — Environmental  Concerns 

T^re^IewTrSTdinTTfied  environmental   impacts  that  should  be  avoided  in  order 
to  fully  protect  the  environment.     Corrective  measures  may  require  changes  to  the 
preferred  alternative  or  application  of  mitigation  measures  Sat  can  redSelhe^ 
um^ts™  1J"PaCt-      "*  ™U  Ute  to  ™rt  "ith  "*  *-  agency  to  rtdute^ese 

SO — Environmental  Objections 

■The  EPA  review  has  identified  significant  environmental   impacts  that  must  be  avoided 

require"  uteSnti,?  SST^S^i  £OT  "*  "»i"-2?     Correcti"  measure     may 
ntS^l         ?  ,         changes  to  the  preferred  alternative  or  consideration  of  some 
^n£Sf,   ^T'r  <lncluai"?  the  no  action  alternative  or  a  new  alternative) 
EPA  intends  to  work  With  the  lead  agency  to  reduce  these  impacts.  '' 

EU— Environmentally  Unsatisfactory 

^^i*  ^   ld8ntl£ied.af erse  environmental    impacts  that  are  of  sufficient 
magnitude  that  they  are  unsatisfactory  from  the  standpoint  of  public  health  or 
welfare  or  environmental  quality.        EPA  intends  to  work  with  the  lead  agendo  reduce 

ntlto^thU   "  **  re?,tial  --«tisf«tory  i-P^ts  are  not  correct^t  tS=   final 
EIS  stage,   this  proposal  will  be  reccmnended   for  referral  to  the  CEQ. 

Adequacy  of  the  Impact  Statement 
Category  1 — Adequate 

EPA  believes  the  draft  EIS  adequately  sets  forth   the  environmental    impact(s)   of 
*^£errai  alternative  and  those  of  the  alternatives  reasonably  Variable  to  the 
frcgect  or  action,     to  further  analysis  or  data  collection  is  necessary'  but  the 
revxewer  may  suggest  the  addition  of  clarifying  language  or  information! 

Category  2— Insufficient  Information 

I^,vr™  f  ?  dDeS  n0t  contain  sufficient   information   for  EPA  to  fully  assess 

or  Se^A         I,"PaCtf  tfUt  Stould  te  ™°idsd  in  °^    -°  Eully  protect  tLenv  ironment 

Cateaorv  3—  Inadeauate 

potential  -/significant  environmental  impacts.      EPA  believes  that  the  identified 

this  PrSosS^oS^  ^iSe^  SierrTto^c^^  ^  in" 

"From:    EPA  Manual    1640  Policy  and   Procedures  for   the  teview  of 
Federal  Actions   Impacting   the  Environment 


nmnrann 
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Response  Co  Letter  8 

1.  The  BLM  has  carefully  reconsidered  the  Proposed  Action  and  has  changed  the 
recommendations  where  warranted.   Water  quality  has  been  made  an  issue  and 
has  been  addressed  in  one  WSA  where  it  is  present  at  the  surface  and  it 
may  be  affected  through  the  greater  protection  from  surface-disturbing 
activities  afforded  by  wilderness  status. 

Consultation  with  state  air  quality  staff  indicated  that  in  no  Instance 
did  land  designation  such  as  park  or  wilderness  status  result  In  a  change 
in  air  quality  standards.   A  proposed  and  an  existing  power  plant  may 
affect  the  air  quality  in  two  WSAs.   No  proposals  exist  for  any  WSA  under 
any  alternatives  that  would  substantially  affect  air  quality. 

No  use  of  herbicides  has  been  proposed  and  the  BLM  is  currently  under 
court  restraint  In  Region  IX  relative  to  the  use  of  herbicides.   Some 
vegetation  conversion  has  been  proposed  for  two  WSAs,  but  burning  would 
probably  be  uBed  to  accomplish  it. 

With  any  new  proposal  or  action  in  the  future  will  come 

aite-or-project-specif lc  environmental  analysis.   This  would  include  air 
and/or  water  quality  effects  and  mitigation  measures,  if  appropriate. 

2.  The  Wilderness  Accent  alternative  was  arrived  at  by  tilting  towards 
wilderness  when  conflicts  with  other  resources  were  minor  or  non-existent. 
The  Proposed  Action  (Preferred  Alternative)  considered  resource  conflicts 
as  weLl  aB  alternative  management  objectives  for  the  lands  involved. 

3.  The  recommendation  for  these  three  WSAs  reconsidered,  and  the  WILderness 
Accent  Alternative  was  chosen  as  the  new  Proposed  Action  for  the  Mormon 
Mountains  WSA.   It  was  decided  that  the  initial  recommendation  would 
remain  for  the  other  two  WSAs. 

4.  Mineral  conflict  becomes  an  actual  discriminator  only  in  two  instances 
where  the  mineral  values  were  proven  or  supported  by  strong  evidence, 
e.g.,  the  operating  perlite  mine's  associated  claims  in  the  South  Pahcoc 
Range  WSA,  and  the  area  adjacent  to  the  Pennsylvania  Mining  District  in 
the  Clover  Mountains  WSA.   In  areas  where  mineral  values  were  more 
speculative,  such  aa  the  mining  claims  on  the  southwestern  bajada  of  the 
Mormon  Mountains,  mineral  conflicts  were  used  as  a  discriminator  only  when 
conjoined  with  other  resource  conflicts  or  low  wilderness  values. 


The  present  impact  on  the  water  quality  In 
Mountains  comeB  from  domestic  livestock  and 
Wilderness  designation  or  nondeslgnatlon  wi 
sources.  Guzzlers  are  artificial  catchment 
protection  is  part  of  the  design  and  mainte 
Livestock  exclosure  fences  are  proposed  for 
Clover  Mountains  WSA.  An  exclosure  has  bee 
Spring  to  protect  the  source  and  the  aapen, 
independent  of  the  area's  wilderness  status 
present.  Flow  in  lower  Cottonwood  Creek  be 
pools.  Riparian  vegetation  around  spring  s 
will  be  protected  through  management  of  gra 


the  streams  in  the  Clov 

lid  horse  grazing. 
11  not  affect  either  of 
and  Btorage  facilities 
ance  of  the  facility. 
some  of  the  springs  in 
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but  theBe  actions  are 
There  are  no  wetland 
cornea  intermittent  and 
ources  and  along  the  c 
zing,  independently  of 


thes 
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the 
g  Aspen 


forms 
eeks 


wilderness  status  or  management.   Methods  utilized  include  exclosure 
fences,  pasture  fencing  and  changes  in  grazing  systems.   Protection  of 
streamside  riparian  vegetation  will  also  result  In  protection  of  running 
water  and  pool  sections  as  well. 

Studies  of  this  stream  system  have  been  commenced  to  determine  erosion 
potential  and  management  needs.   It  is  anticipated  that  the  system  will  be 
found  to  be  a  critical  watershed.   Plans  will  be  developed,  if  necessary, 
to  effect  rehabtlltatation,  probably  concentrating  on  riparian 
vegetation.   Again,  these  studies  and  measures  will  be  undertaken 
irrespective  of  the  WSA's  wilderness  status  but  consistent  with  the  need 
to  preserve  its  wilderness  values. 

Areas  where  mining  exploration  may  occur  are  identified,  but  no  mine 
development  within  the  WSA  is  expected.   Potential  effects  on  surface 
water  quality  are  discussed.   With  little  Information  available  relative 
to  groundwater  resources,  it  would  be  impossible  to  determine  potential 
effects  on  them.   It  Is  likely,  though,  that  any  effects  would  be  limited 
to  the  local  aquifers. 

Air  quality  is  currently  meeting  Class  II  or  better  standards.   No 
petroleum  recovery  la  anticipated  and  mineral  development  will  consist  of 
a  perlite  mine,  most  of  which  is  underground,  and  sand  and  gravel  pit 
operations.   The  perlite  mine  will  not  affect  air  quality  and  the  sand  and 
gravel  pit  operations  will  cause  Intermittent  localized  increases  In 
particulates,  but  no  regional  effects.   ORVs  would  cause  localized 
Increases  In  particulates  as  well  as  regional  effects.   The  regional 
particulate  levels  would  be  the  same  regardless  of  wilderness  status,  as 
ORVs  would  simply  be  displaced  to  nearby  areas  from  designated 
wilderness.   If  organized  events  were  permitted  through  areas  now  In  WSA 
status,  but  later  released,  then  It  is  likely  that  large  amounts  of 
particulates  would  be  produced,  which  would  affect  local  air  quality, 
intermittently.   Regional  air  quality  would  remain  the  same,  aa    organized 
events  would  still  occur,  but  would  avoid  designated  wilderness. 

Pending  completion  of  appropriate  EISs  as  a  result  of  a  court  action,  BLM 
is  prohibited  from  using  herbicides  in  Region  IX.   Although  vegetation 
control  was  Identified  in  the  Caliente  Resource  Area's  Management 
Framework  Plan,  no  activity  plans,  which  would  be  necessary  to  propose  and 
carry  out  a  conversion  project,  have  been  programmed.   When  and  If  such 
activity  plans  are  developed,  then  the  method  of  conversion  will  be 
proposed  and  an  environmental  analysis  will  be  made  considering  the 
effects  of  that  and  other  methods. 
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Tlir  Clover  Mountains  USA  (HV 
of  ftnv  of  the  five  USA ' a  In 
outlined  in  the  E.I.S.  large 
llr  along  the  southern  marxl 
•  tmcturr  of  regional  extent 
•long  the  margin  of  thla  fea 
potential.   Portiona  of  two 
Viola  to  the  south,  extend  i 
(generally  the  aouthweatem 
for  metallic  mineral  depoalt 
Survey  pointed  out  anomalous 
dralnageB  which  cut  through 
open-file  report  84-654)  th. 
area  southeast  of  the  Perms 
boundary  of  the  VSA,  more  ar 
geologic  investigation  needs 
geochenical  results  in  the 
anoaaloua  barlus  and  tin  al 
caldron  complex  makes  coat  > 


-050-1)9)  baa  perhaps  the  lilghrat  mineral  ■mia-nlUl 
the  C.lienlr  district  and  the  preferred  alternative 
1>   ignores  mineral  potential.   The  Clover  mountains 
n  of  the  Collcnir  caldron  complex,  a  volcanic 

Several  mlninR  diatricls,  outaidi  of  the  USA,  lie 
lure,  and  the  en  tire  area  is  felt  to  have  unteat  rd 

lning  districts,  Pennsylvania  to  the  west,  and 
nto  the  WSA  and  the  ares  between  these  districts 
one-half  of  the  VSA)  Is  felt  to  be  very  favorable 
Geochenical  sampling  by  the  U.S.  Geological 

concentration*  of  both  barium  and  tin  In  several 
thin  area.   In  their  report  on  this  work  (L'.S.G.S. 

presence  of  fluorite  was  noted  In  samples  from  the 
Ivanla  district.   To  the  north,  along  the  northeastern 
eas  of  high  tin  were  detected.   More  sampling  and 

to  be  done  to  fully  evaluate  Che  Importance  of  the 
ontext  of  the  geologic  setting.   The  presence  of 
ng  with  fluorite  occurlng  along  the  margin  of  a  major 
f  the  area  of  thla  USA  rank  high  for  mineral  potential. 
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The    total    acreage    for    the   CaHente   proposed   Wilderness    comprises 
58K.423  acres.      This    Is   divided   among   five   areas   which   are   discussed 
Indi vldual 1 >    below. 

0139  Hover  fountains  This  ares  comprises  84,935  acres  in  south- 
eastern Lincoln  County!  The  area  1s  noted  for  three  aiming  districts 
which  are    the   Pennsylvania,    the  Cherokee   {Viola),    and   the   Wells   Cargo. 

The   Pennsylvania   district    is   near   the   head  of   Pennsylvania   Canyon, 
in   T   6  S,    R  67   E.     All    known  mineralization   is   contained   in   the   Penn- 
sylvania  qjartz    vein  which   contains   gold,    silver  and   copper  ore   deposits- 
Sample   data   by  Ccrdilleran   Exploration   at    the   Nevada   Bureau  of  Mines 
and   Geology   in   Reno,    Nevada,    indicate   gold  values   as   high  as    .086  oz/ton 
and   silver   values   as   high   as    . S8  oz/ton    in   the   Pennsyl vanian   quartz 
vein.      Jasperoid   samples   by  John   Welsh    in    1967    indicated   ranges   of    .45 
to    .S6  oz/ton   gold  and    .52   to  4.65  oz/ton   silver   from  pit   grab   samples. 

The  Cherokee   (Viola)  district  1s   located  along  the   south  edge  of 
the  Clover   Mountains,    and    is   noted   for   silver,    copper,    lead,    zinc   and 
mercury  rinera 1  nation.      The   ore   deposits  occur   In   jasperoid   (siliceous) 
zones   within   the   Mississippi    and   Permian   Ralbab   limestones.      Some 
deposits   have   also   been   noted   to  contain  appreciable   amounts   of   ant1»ony, 
cadmium     and  molybdenum,    by   spectrograph^   analysis.      The   combined 
production  of    the   Pennsylvania   and  Cherokee  districts   between    1915- 
1959  was:    359  ounces   gold;    5,159  ounces   silver;    4,100  pounds   copper; 
1,500  pounds   lead;    and    11,050   tons   of   fluorspar. 

The  Wells   Cargo  area    1s   also   located   in   the    southern  Clover 
Mountains,    and  contains  manganese   and   fluorspar  deposits.      The   total 
flourlte    production   through    1971    Is    recorded   as    44,900    tons    of   69i 
(average   grade)   CaF;.      Manganese    Is   located   it    the   Culverwell    mine 
along  a   fault  zone  separating  Mississippi    limestone  and  Tertiary  vol- 
canlcs.    The   fluorspar  occurs   as   replacement   bodies    in   slllcified 
Mississippi    1 imestone . 

The  Clover  Mountains   area    in  general    bears  oil    and   gas    potential, 
due    to  being    located  within   the   structural    area   known   as   the   overthrust 
belt. 
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arra   contains    1?6,?57    acres    In   the 
Mountains.      Mineral    occurrences 

lite,    phosphate,    sand   and   gravel 

he    Delamar  mining   district    which   was 
Silver   production    and   minor   copper 
v*    1i   also   located    In    the   overthrust 

«hle   oil    and   gas   potential    beneath 
arly   the   entire   arc*    Is   currently 

it   exploration   hole   drilled   was   by 
#1  was  drilled   to  a  depth  of   7,010' 
thr    vrrv    Cent ral-  southernmost    region 

study  area   1n  the  SIA,   NU,   Section 

dow   Valley  Range   Study  Area). 


156   Meadow  Valley  Range     This   area   comprises 
rn   Lincoln   County   and   northernmost   Clark   Coun 

eozoic    carbonate    rocks   dominate   this   region 
y  complex   geologic    letting.      This  area    is   als 

bolt   and  bears   excellent   oil    and   gas   potrnti 
usly.      Currently,    the  entire   area    is    leased   f 
r,    the    subsurface   geology   of    the   area    is   not 
nly  one  exploratory  test  being  drilled  (as  de 
1    commodities    In   the   area    include   sand  and   g 

and   uranium.      Cochran   has    csl  im.it ed   ower   one 
1    reserves    in   the  northern  portion   of   the   WSA 
t    is    located    In  Permian   redbeds     Just    west   of 
t.      The   Johnson   and   Fttchett   perlite   deposit 
and    33-35,    T   6   S.   R  66  I. 
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0161    Mormon   Mountains      This    area   comprises    1 
Lincoln   County,    and   northernmost    Clark   County.      T 
form  a  subc I rcular   dome    15   to   ?0   miles   wide    compos 
Igneous    and   metamorphic    rocks    and   Paleorolc    carbo 
structurally   complex,    consisting   of    reversr   fault 
this   respect,    the   area    Is   also   an  excellent   overt 
oil    and   gas    exploration.       Known   mineral    occurrcnc 
gypsum,    vcrmiculile,   uranium,    copper,    sand   and   gr 
is   near  Hoapa   Peak    in   Section   2.    T    1?   S,    R  67    L. 
data    available   at    the   Nevada    Bureau  of    Mines   and 
tin    values    (500-2000   ppm)    in   the    Mormon,    Delflmar 
The   Mormon   Mountains   also   have   anonymously  high   a 
2000   ppm).      Both   tin  and   antimony  are    indicator  e 
mineral    deposits    such  as   tungsten   and  molybdenum 

OH?   South  Pahroc   Range      This   area  consists  of    ?8,600   acres    in  central 
Lincoln  County.      The   main   part   of    the    range    is  a   tilted   block   of   Tertiary 
volcanic    rocks   which   dip   approximately    15"   west.      Perlite    1s   mined    from 
unit   E    in   the   volcanic    sequence    (01 igocene-Miocene   age)    in   the   Kopenite 
(Kackie.    Delamar)   mine    5  miles   south  of  US   Highway  93    In   Section   34. 
T   5  S,    R  6?  E.      Five   sections    1n   the   western   part  of   the  WSA  are   also  under 
oil    and   gas    leases.      This   area   has   been  estimated    to   have    15,460,000   tons 
of   reserves   by  Cochran   in    1951.      Other  mineral    commodities    in  the   range 
Include   uranium,    sand  and  gravel. 


6?, 887    acres    1n   southern 
he    Mormon   Mountains 
rd   of    Precambrian 
males  .      This   area    I  s 
s   and    fold   be  Its.      In 
hrust    belt    target    for 
es    Include   silica,    lime , 
avcl.      The   copper  prospcci 

Pan   concentrate   sample 
Geology    indicate   good 
and   South   Pahroc   USA's. 
nlimony   values    (up    to 

ements    for    strategic 


COMMENT  LETTER     11 


Oept  of  HlneriW  Evaluation 
Callente  Draft  Ulldemeit  11% 
November  2,  1984 
Page  3 


Thli  report  preientt  the  known  mineral  trend!  and  valuev  In  the 
Callente  USA.   lhe  Department  of  Minerals  (eels  that  irtu  of  hlyh 
potential  or  known  mineral liatlon  ihould  be  allowed  to  remain  open  to 
future  mineral  exploration  and  development.   Other  areas  within  the 
ySAi  ihould  «Ho  be  fully  evaluated  for  their  reip*ct1ve  Mineral 
potential . 

lhank  yuu   for  the  opportunity  to  coawent  on  thl»  matter. 


Sincerity, 


Scott  NcOanltl 
Resource  Engineer 
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•  lioi      Ji.  ,      i'thit 


t-IX.V      Mrt.-r  |  | 

V  I  1  il  B  I  H  *■  ■  *      lrn>      |  r  a  .1  *  | 

hiilPNu      ii|      I    ami     HniiaiiKir 
I'.      LI,      h..i      Jt.'.t," 

l.aa     Vr  jl««  ,      N  V     H'M  III. 


ti«»r     Mr  . 


'I  I  i 


I      am     IV.ir      n  I      Ihr      I  he      !rvlr»     w  I,  |  .    h      I   Ii  r      Hnirmi      ,.  I       I   ■  n  .1      M  a  ti  n  y  f 

•  ml      k*«     lirrn     ton-luil   Inu      In      loulhoml  mi     Wvi.ln     ■  n  il     v,.ul,l      ||kr 
I  «     add     ri     c  uamc-nt  h     l  n     |  httHc     t<ili     itir     (  a  H  "  I  'I  »  r  1  n  k     nl      1  ti  1  n     lire. 

I     Mr»l.     Muplinrl      llir     miKKMllon     Ihnl      »iihat  *H  I  I » 1     afrn*     will.lt, 
the     l'«lifnir     Hi-niiurcr     Arm     ahau 1 d     be-     Rivtn     wlldtinrn.     pm  t  *r  I  Urn , 

Tlit*     land     .iri.l     utiur     Work     In     nl     iprrul     IntrirM     to    or     loi     *<r«critl 
r***«n*,     not      I  tin     1mm     of     *  h  1  <  h     [a     thai      I     w*«     bum     •  ltd     a  pent 

■  T     r»f  If      P"i»     In     l.tnf  olfl     Count  |     m  n  J     knrv     aoiar     ii  1      Ihnc     ni  ram 

■  ■    ■!!(  Ii    mb    i  h  i  r  t  j     f»*[a    a  it  it,        I     an    per  eon  nl  I  j    nwmr     Llmi     I  hry , 
like     mt     Bin  Ii     (,1      our      h»i  1  fi     anil      K  «n  ||e     count  I  f ,     >  I  •      In     dan^m      til 
'"  »»»!*•     p«|'l<ti(Blliiii     h)     yn««tii««niil     or     p  i  I  v  «  I  e     lnl«r«>ln. 

*»     (•rlilnlf     nevd     n.,ro     vllileinii.     «!■>     in     I  h  I  >      (mil      i.(      Mir     Wr>l    , 

•  ml     t  Ii  a      |  mid  h     »  «  u     linvo     b»«n     ■  !  u  ii  1  I  n  |     1 n     \\,o     v  1  <   |  ■  1  |   l  e  t,     , ,  I      i  |,  «■ 
H"""n    ""Mint-in,     i  h«    ti.U«-i     Mountain*,    I  lie    M«adov    Valia*    lau?*, 
ih»    Smith    l-ahimh    ranK»,    ami    iii>    Plover    ■nunuin*    -r«    nirlUm 
candidal**.         I     w  t  a  Ii     vuu    *■(•     r on* I d»r 1 n*     •»■*     nt     I  ho     Bi.uni«lm 
of     northern    I,  i  nt  u  1  *    (  o  u  n  i  r    «..«    *  •  J  I  . 

t     •■     IntPrcHiQil     |n     Ihla    rim    ihn     a  a    *     pmfaaatnnal     hinni  inn, 
There     la     an     hi  at  or  If  a  1     dlipnilon     in     th*M     rnt I r nnarnt a]     ai  ud  I  ea , 
and    I     rM"fd     hnlh    i  he    attitude*    nf     t  i-  ,     lnnd    uaere    and    ihr-    elforii 
of     connervat I  at  a.        ]n     thin    cm.,     thir*     la     r>*  rrwhr  1  ml  np     rvidrncr 
that     the    hnlt-alllLon    acre  a    or    ao    under    conilderat ton    in    the 
Calient*    rejtion    ahould    be    aet    nalde    aa    permanent    wilderneaa. 

Thanka  for  your  consideration. 

Youra  truly. 


Jaaes  W .  Hul ae 
Profeaaor  of  Riatory 
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VWVKIl.SITY  C1F  (J.M.IrOHMA.  DAVIS 


February   1).    luai 


Mr.    frank   Mo.ooll 
Iflldernatk    Toes      tcailor 
tluraau   of   land  Managaaant 
CO  ll*i.   2oS0» 
kai   Vayaa,    NV   OvIOO 

Boir  Mr.   Naamtti 

I  aa   writing  to  axprakk  My  strong  comarn  ovar  t*a  praaorvatloa  of 
wlldornatt   lands    In  tho  Callanta  Retourca  Ara*.      *i   a  protaiaor  of 
envlrona.ntal   etudtea,    1  aa  mn  of  tha  graat   laporlance  of  praaarvlng 
•lldernais   lands   for  prasanl  and   futura  ganaratlona  to  um  and  anjoy.    anethar 
through  dlract   »l»1t»  or   Haply   by  tha  knoaledga  that  part  of  our  land  haa 
reaalnad   tn  a  prUtlna  etata.      1   h.va  oftan  Mkad   (n  tha  daaarts  of   tha 
aouthuaat   and   I   kno.   aany  olnar  paople   >ho  have.      Such  alldernasaae  oflar 
graat   racraatlonal   opportunities.     Ma  valuo   tha  plants   and   enlaala,   tha 
acanery,    tho  unpollutad  air,    and  tha  opportunity   to  vlalt   natural   undtaturbad 
atokyktaas,      !h.  d.k.rt    la  a  particularly   fragile  eraa.    and  aacaaalve  uae-- 
parllcularly  tha  conatructfon  of  roada  and  antry  of  vahtclea— haraa   It 
Irraparably. 

I   urge  you  to  anaura  that   alldarnaaa   status  ba  grantad  to  tnaaa  crucial 
desert    alldlandal 

-Moraon  Mountalna 
-Meadow  Vail tf  Manga 
-Clover  Mountalna 
-Dalaaar  Mountalna 
-South  Pahroch  Manga. 

Slncaroly  youra. 


:r\ 


Bvnjuln   S.    Orlov* 
AssocUt*  Professor 
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Clark 
County 


Department  of 
Comprehensive  Planning 


uaj,  wua*  n*  v  *j  i*  awim 
|n*n  M»-iiat 


Nuve*a>er    a,    Ivtll 


U.\.    Daparlaant    of    lite   Interior 
Bureau   of   land  Manaueieenl 
lai  Vegas  District  Office 

».  o.  aoi  ihiev 

Lai  Vagal,  Nevada     89176 


Attention: 


KMSp  Conn 
Olttrlct  Manigtr 


COMMTKTS  ON  DRAFT   CAL1ENTE   WILDERNESS 
ENVIRONMENTAL     IMPACI    STATEMENT 

Our  staff   hat   reviewed  the  Draft   Callenle  Wilderness   Environmental    lapacl 
Statement    (CIS).      It    ll  Clark   County'*  policy   to  support   preservation   of 
appropriate  wilderness  which  exhibits   topographical    and   other  charac- 
teristics which  Indicate  that   It   Is  core  fitted  for  such  designation  than 
any  reasonable  development.     In  accordance  with  this,  we  concur  with  the 
areas  proposed  In  your  staff's  "preferred-  alternative.     Under  this  option, 
approilwtely  'our  square  arlles   In  the  Meadow  Valley  Range  (NV-050-1S6) 
within  Clark  County  would  be  designated  wilderness. 


Thank  you  for  this  opportunity  to 
Since rtly, 

DEPARTMENT  Of  COMPRIHENSIVE  PLANNING 


nt  on  the  Draft  EIS. 


TZJLjL  <S  UJ~~. 


Richard  8.  Holies 
Director 
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D«v«(opm»nl  Manager: 

lo*  Arnjaias  Oapartmant  ol  W»ta<  mnd  ft*v*i 
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OCtol'B!  it.,  isitit 


Ml.  Kemp  Conn.  DtuUWl  Msiibijbi 

huiemi  til  l.am!  MAimuom^itl 

I. nb  Vcuab  I14  Ml  |  lit 

U.h.  l»Pj.*i  1  thoiif  of  1  Itp  Intntlui 

]'.(>.  him  /t.M.u 

l.an  V*»y«»,  Nevada   (1VW6 

Oeaj  Mt .  Conn i 

Calieulr  Dtali    Wi  1  del  nciiii 
Environmental  Ii"f'«cy  Sl^trment 

Think  you  for  the  opportunity  to  review  the  Caliente 
Dtafl  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact  Statement.   The  White  fine 
Powei  Project  (WPPP)  supports  the  bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM) 
Preferred  Alternative  for  wildeinesit  recommendation  for  the 
Caliente  Resouice  Ar«a.   The  BLM  Prefcried  Alternative  will 
provide  a  planning  utility  corridor  for  WTP  along  the  western 
boundary  of  the  Delamar  Mountains  Wilderness  Study  Area  (WSA).   The 
Resource  Development  Alternative  and  No  Wilderness  Alternative 
would  also  provide  planning  utility  corridors  for  WPPP. 

The  WPPP  preferred  transmission  corridor  for  the  two 
500  kilovolt  (kv)  alternating  current  (ac)  transmission  lines  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  Delamar  Mountains,  as  presented  in  the  WPPP 
Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  is  located  east  of"  the 
existing  69  kv  ac  transmission  line  between  the  Delamar  Mountains 
WSA  and  the  Meadow  Valley  Range  WSA  (see  enclosed  figure).   The 
preferred  corridor  was  selected  based  on  the  likelihood  that  the 
BLM  recommendation  on  the  Caliente  WSAs  would  not  be  acted  upon  by 
Congress  prior  to  the  construction  of  the  WPPP  transmission  lines. 

An  alternate  transmission  corridor  is  located  to  the 
west  of  the  Delamar  Mountains.   The  wppp  indicated  by  letters  on 
December  15,  1980  and  July  6,  19B3  that  this  corridor  would  be 
adversely  impacted  if  the  Delamar  Mountains  WSA  was  recommended  by 
the  BLM  to  be  a  Wilderness  Area  as  originally  proposed.   This  was 
because  the  western  boundary  of  the  Delamar  Mountains  WSA  was 
coincidental  with  the  eastern  shoulder  of  U.S.  Highway  93,  thereby 
leaving  no  room  for  two  WPPP  transmission  lines. 


Mi  -  Kemp  Conn 


October  16,  1904 


If  the  BLM  recommendation  to  designate  all  or  part  of 
the  Delamar  Mountains  WSA  as  non-wilderness  is  approved  by  the 
Congress  prior  to  the  construction  of  the  two  wppp  transmission 
lines,  the  alternate  corridor  to  the  west  of  the  Delamar  Mountains 
could  be  reconsidered.   This  corridor  would  be  preferred  by  WPPP 
for  both  environmental  and  economic  reasons. 

Should  you  require  further  information,  please  contact 
Mr.  Michael  Yamada  at  (213)  481-4029. 

Very  truly  yours, 


ELDON  A.  COTTON 
Project  Manager 


Edward  F.  Spang 
Edward  E.  Tilzey 
Merril 1  DeSpain 
George  Cropper 
Michael  Yamada 


ID 

I 
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FREEPORT 


Hoveober  14,   1984 


*  n=^iz  tr.ioi 
» (m)  nuai 


Bureau  of    Lind  Manayrment 

Nevidi  Slate  Office 

P.   0.   Bo j   ?6t>bS 

Lai  Vegat,   HV       891?6 

Attention:      Mr.   Kemp  Conn, 

District  Manager 

Re:     Draft  [IS-Celtente  Resource  Area 

Dear  Mr.  Conn: 

Freeport  wuld  like  to  take  this  opportunity  to  sake  the  following  cosnent 
on  the  Callente  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  preliminary 
nllderness  recommendations: 

We  oppose.  1n  part,  the  BLM'i  preferred  alternative  on  the  basis  that  It 
Includes  both  the  Clover  Mountains  (0139)  area  and  the  Meado*  Valley  Range 
(0156)  area.  Both  of  these  areas  are  structurally  similar  to  that  of  many 
precious-metal  deposits  In  and  around  Nevada.  There  are  occurrences  of 
geochemlcal  anomalies  1n  these  areas  «h1ch  classify  then  as  suitable  for 
high  mineral  potential.  And  as  1s  noted  on  the  attached  Energy  and  Mineral 
Resources  Evaluation  forms,  Freeport  Intends  to  conduct  an  aggressive 
geologic  exploration  program  during  the  next  season  1n  both  areas. 

Although  o*  believe  the  BLM  has  generally  done  an  excellent  Job  In  eva- 
luating the  Callente  Resource  Area  from  the  available  Information,  1t  Is 
Our  opinion  that  the  Clover  Mountains  and  Meado*  Valley  Range  areas  have 
not  been  sufficiently  napped  and  sampled  (geologically)  In  order  to  fully 
evaluate  their  respective  mineral  potential. 

Except  for  these  Ivo  areas,  m>  currently  have  no  comments  on  the  other 
proposed  Klldemess  areas  «tth1n  the  preferred  alternative. 
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Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Hovember  14,   19S4 
Page  2 


Thank  you  agatn  for  the  opportunity  to  cogent  on  this  very  Important  DEIS. 
Very   truly  yours. 


.'I.   L.  Berkblgler 
Legal  Assistant 


NLB/sk 
Attachments 
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The  Neadtm  (alley  Range  Is  underlain  by  Paleojolc  sediments.     These  sed.ments 
are  cut  by  numerous  faults  of  local  and  regional   scale. 


■  I  F>ie«i.a!  »».l*,u«  ^  bam 


I?»n!r  ,1  ,t  ,     ,  stn,t,9r«e",<  "»«»9  of  the  Heado.  Valley  Ran,,  1s 
Sim  lar  to  that  of  many  prectous-metal  deposits  1n  Nevada.     The  occurrence 
of  kno«n  geochemlcal  anomalies  make  1t  an  area  of  high  mineral   potentla" 


or  I. .-.  -i— ., 

S.     UrimwH 


David  Flint 


Win   Rows 


Freeport  Exploration  Company 
P.O.   Bo*   1911.   Reno,  NV     89505 


As  Above 


il«p&o«*  Ha.  Mariarfr 

702-323-235! 
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The  Clover  Mountains  are  underlain   by  Paleozoic   sediments  and   tertiary 
volcanlcs.     These  units  are  cut  by  important  faults  of  both  local   and  regional 
scale. 


The  Paleoiok    sediments  and  Tertiary  volcanlcs  are  known   to  be  the  host 
for  predous-meta)  mtneralljation  in  other  areas.     Occurrences  of  geochemlcal 
anomalies  and  hydro  the ma  1   alteration  In  the  Clover  Mountains  give  It  a 
very  high  mineral   potential.     Our  comapnv  plans   to  conduct  a  mineral 
exploration  program  throughout   this  area   tn  the  near  future. 


:r»- 


bl*  pi  ft   rt.nl 


fc.       Cc-3pl»1«4  hr  r«ttii  i4ufi   mrmtl 

David  Flint 

Adirsn  Unci***  m  ra**i 

Freeport  Exploration  Company 
P.   0.    Box   1911,   Reno,   NV     8950S 

T  >  1  *pt>  ■  a  j  Mi.  fi«l*«<"  a-**  ro<»| 

702-323-2251 

7.       Fn  mh   ulgnuiioa  nUMI  luw 

Win  Rowe 

AUnii  fiftrkWl   II*  CCJII 

As  Above 

Till  |il«m   K*.   i  iaf  JiMlr   ■  *»•  iv<i' 
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lju   'fy    Chilli  , 


WILDERNESS  1  NATURE   PHOTOGRAPHY 
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Fti 


Nevada  Discovery  Tours 


December  a,  1984 

Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  lean  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
PO  Box  26569 
Lai  Vegas,  N¥  69106 

Dear  Kr.  Maxwell. 

I    am  happy  to  respond  to  your  request   for  comments  on  the  recently 
Issued  draft  recommendations  for  five  potential  wilderness  areas  1n  the 
Callente  Resource  Area  of  Lincoln  County. 

I  an  greatly  concerned  for  the  wilderness  values  of  these  public  lands 
and  strongly  support  giving  then  the  protection  they  deserve.     I  support 
the  following  areas  and  acreage: 

Mormon  Mountains  —  123.132 
Meadow  Valley  Range  --  166,500 
Clover  Mountains  --  66,000 
Delamar  Mountains  —   102,490 
South  Pahrock  Range  --  28,395 

Through  my  company,  Nevada  Discovery  Tours,  I  take  many  visitors  Into 
Lincoln  County  and  one  of  the  prime  assets  they  enjoy  Is  the  beautiful 
landscape,  wildlife,  etc.  There  are  plenty  of  developed  places  for  us 
to  visit:  parks,  communities,  mines,  historical  sites,  etc. 

I  think  1t  is  extremely  Important  to  also  nlve  wilderness    designation 
to  the  above  lands  as  the  best  way  to  protect  their  natural  values, 
wildlife  habitat  and  recreational  opportunities  compatible  with  that 
wilderness. 

Please  see  that  my  comments  are  entered  as  part  of  the  public  record. 
Sincerely, 

(     I       *"' 
/Jean  Ford 
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3S1  1  PuetiK3  rta,  Lis  Veydi  N<vaUd  B9>09  \70?.  73b  5450 


Southern  California  Edison  Company 


Mr.    Kemp   Conn  Decenber    4,    1934 

District    Manager 

Bureau    of    Land    Management 

Lae    Vegaa    District    Office 

P.O.    Box    26569 

Lao  Vegaa,  EV   891 26 

Dear  Mr.  Conni 

SUBJECTi   Callente  Reaource  Area 

Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (Els) 
Preliminary  Wilderna..  Recommendation. 


Southern  California  Edi.on  Company  mppr.ct.te.  th.  opportunity 
to  .ddr...  our  concern,  in  th.  pr.par.tlon  of  th.  Draft  Els. 

H.  ,r.  pl....d  to  ...  th.  r.cognitlon  by  th.  planning  t...  of 

c.lllorni.  EJImon  Company  «nd  th.  W..t.rn  Utility  Group  (Wuci) 


Whil.  South.rn  C.llfornl.  Edl.on  Company  ha.  not  identified  ,ny 
•p.clfic  corridor  r.quir.m.nt  that  would  affect  th.  C.lt.nte 
Re.ourc.  Ar.a,  urn   do  r.co.m.nd  th.t  corridor,  b.  lnclud.d  in  .11 

.'own";  tPn:nwUC5St',unddy.th"  th'y  b'  d""n'"d  ln  ""  »«»»«■ 

Thank  you  for  inviting  our  comment..  W.  hop.  you  will  ,iv.  th.. 
your  full  con.id.r.tion  in  th.  pr.p.r.tion  of  th.  final  BIS.  « 
(21I>"u"m3?  *"  ""*"*■    Pl""  con««  "'•  ■>•  ".  WH.on  at 

Very  truly  youra. 
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Citizen  QpUert 


AN  INDEPENDENT  INFORMATION  SOURCE  FOR  NEVADANS 

po  box  uoi  p.o  box  teat 

RENO.  NEVADA  «BU  LAS  VEGAS.  NEVADA  BVt 

(702)780-4220  (702)362-8077 


JJao.   SI,  1984 

Kaap  Oodo,   Dlatrlet  ilaoagar 
our»ac   of  land  luaiuiit 
P.O.    Box   E6E96 
Laa  v.gaa.   Bar. 

ITT:   Callanta  lildars.ea  ilia  Laadar 

tba  Callanta  Haaooro.  Araa  aontalna  ootatandiag  axaaplaa 
;H«?iS  'L    ^r!  **0l0«r-    »  pro»l«aa  tba   habitat  foT 
■UUifa  and   plaata.   a   raw  raw  or  and.ng.red.    It  off.ra 
grand  ylaaa  of  ep.n  apaoaa  and  tba   raaaaurlng  galat  of 
Qoiltada. 

Oltlaaa  Mart  ia   piaOj   oono.rn.d  akoot  protaotUi 
prtaa  aia.iplaa  of   tbaaa  rar.  T.lo.a  aod  ballaraa   tbla   aaa 
ba  doc  only  by  Klld.ro...  d.algoatloa  for  fl».  atudj  Aroaa 
with  aoraagae  aapabla  of  aeetiaf   tbaaa  goals,  •*—* 

Tba  aoraagaa  aa  raaoaaaod  aa  aaaaaaarj  eoold  ba  bat  a. 
tl'lll  brt«alHM  "  U*  *'  ■lal°"  •"••  »*"Ul.tar««  la 

la  aoamand  BLal'a  Prafarrad  Ul.ruUti  of  Klia.rn.aa 

flTiSSi"!'  f"  8!:°°°  •""•  u  *■»  ■••*■  *•»"•*  »»»•• 

lflOoi).    la  wlah   tba  atudlae  aad  roaoanafida tloaa  oa   tba 
otb.r  four  >Ui  had  b.ao  laaa  aoaaamtl.a  and   raatrlotlra 
aV.'.lhalK  VZ\£%  •*•«»«»  *"*"*  "'"tat.   .UuS- 

<..!b:«U?S0D  H"00**!"  »"•  (»<UM)   proposal  protaotlaa 
for  M.690  aaraa  la  wo.foll,  lD.dao.uat.  for  oooaarraU.. 
and  proUotloa  of  a  prlaa  TUldarnaaa.    Sooh  a  ilalta* 
*?'•**!  aoold  alio,  panatratloa  by  OBTa  aad  Jaopardlaa 
plana  for  bighorn  abaap  aohanoaoaat.  Aa  aarllar  annrea- 
■aotal    a  tody  ahoaad  a  oonpr.bao.lTa  BablUt  iluagaiaat 
Plan  woold  sot  oonfllot  with  Hld.ro....    (,  »r«   tb" 
■lldarnaaa  aoraaga  ba  axpaadad   to  118,000  aoraa. 

For  tba  Uaadow  Tallay  Sanaa  (ftaBo)   a.  urg.   tba  BUI 

rn^r:LUt,r^JlT#  ko  »»•»«>-■•«  »Ud.rn...  b.^nl.r,.. 

bayond   tba  a  o  on  tain  ranga  to  Inolada   the  larga  anuria! 

(aora) 

p«icip.tton  tor  moMt  aaaakm  on  lanaa  Rut  aflaei  <w  mm.  Nonprom  -  u>  OMuctatt 
wwaa  o»  wo*  aktcw4  nw 
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Oallanta  Hldarnoaa  -  para  1 


fan  for  a  total   of  lot. BOO  aaraa.  Alluvial    fana  are  a  dlotliottvw 
footer,  of  Baala  and  Banco,  and  la  tbla  oaaa  aoold  add  an  aztra 
dlnanaloa  to  tba  oarro*  rldga  to  prorlda  a  battar  Tlldarnaaa 
axparlaaoa, 

OloTar  Uooataloa  (#01891.   IU'i  Prafarrad  Altaroatlva  la  • 
aomaaadabla  raaositaadatloa.    Boaavar,   aa  would  Ilka  to  aa*   tba 
northern  boootarlaa  axtandad   to  tba  rldga  ao  tba  aatlra  dralnaga 
baala  of  Oattonaood  Oanyoa  wo'Jlt  ba  looladad, 

».  in  dlaippolnt.d  la  tba  BUI'a  Bo  flldarnaaa  Prafarrai 
Altarn.tlva  for  tulcs-aar  Mountains.  IfOlTT).   Ita  gaography  la  aa 
lataraitlng  variation  oa  oaala  and  Bang,   topography,    a.  woald 
Ilka  to  aa.  aoaa  100,000  aaraa  ltantlflad  aa  i.a.rvlag  of  IU4.ro... 
atatoa   to  protaat  th.  habitat  of  daaart  tortolaaa,   laar  aad 
blgbora  abaap.    It  la  aa  ataallaat  plaoa  to  walk  or  rlda  boraabaak 
la  a  0,0 1st  aatoral  a.ttlag, 

llnaaraly  yoara. 

Bill  Tlnaaat 
Soothora  Ooortlratoar 


I 
to 
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^Defenders 


OF  WILDLIFE 


December  28.  1984 


Kemp  Conn,  District  Manager 

Attn:  Calient*  Wlldernaaa  DtU  Team  Leader 

U.S.  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.O.  Bos  76%69 

Lai  Vagal,  Nevada  89126 

Daar  Mr.  Conni 

Defenders  of  Wlldltfa  submits  this  lattar  aa  our  comments  and 
recommendations  on  the  Draft  Callsnta  Wilderness  Knvlronmental 
Imriacc  Statement  GT.IS)  .   At  you  know,  thla  DEIS  avaluataa  five 
Ulldemess  Study  Araaa  (VSAs) ,  totaling  588.423  acrai  In 
southern  Lincoln  and  northeastern  Clark  Counttaa,  Nevada. 

*k  "JTIf;1,  ""  ,cronltlr  support  and  urge  BLM  to  fully  Implement 
tha  Vlldemess  accant"  alternative,  aa  summarlied  undar  Tabla 
S-l,  page  S-4.   Us  ballavo  this  "wlldarnaaa  accant"  altamatlva 
la  reasonable,  and  provldaa  necessary  protactlon  for  thaia 
magnificent  public  lande.   In  addition,   wo  urge  BLM  to  provlda 
full  interim  protactlon  and  management  for  all  flva  of  these 
WSAs  to  maintain  thalr  prlatlna  characteristics  until  Congress 
haa  had  an  adequate  opportunity  to  determine  their  eventual  etatut. 

Wa  are  especially  interested  In  the  Important  wildlife  and  other 
natural  values  occurring  within  theie  five  WSAa.   For  example 
the  Mormon  Mountains  (0l61)  arc  Important  tor  deaart  tortoise* 
bighorn  sheep,  prairie  falcon,  golden  eagle,  and  apotted  bat 
OEf-road  vehicle  use  and  development  activities  ahould  not  be 
allowed  to  further  Jeopardlie  theee  important  apeclea  and  their 
habitats.   In  addition,  wa  understand  this  WSA  contains  unusual 
populations  of  Mohave  yucca,  sandwort,  and  ponderosa  pine  groves. 

The  Clover  Mountains  (0139)  reportedly  have  a  number  of  atnUnu 
and  perennial  streams  which  provlda  Important  habitat  values. 
Thla  WSA  la  also  Important  for  a  number  of  raptor  speclea.  includ- 
ing peregrine  falcons  and  golden  eaglea. 

The  Delamar  Mountains  (0177)  possess  critical  desert  tortoise 
habitat,  aa  well  as  raptor  sites.   The  Meadow  Valley  Range  (0156) 
poetesses  a  rare  flora  and  has  significant  wildlife  uee.   Golden 
eagles,  prairie  felcons,  bighorn  sheep,  and  spotted  bat  era  known 
to  occur  in  this  USA.   Given  these  important  characteristics  wa 
are  disappointed  that  BLM' a  preferred  alternative  would  only 
protect  about  half  of  this  USA. 


1244  NINETEENTH  STREET,  NW  e  WASHINGTON,  EK  200J6  e  (202)  65*9510 


Finally,  the  South  Pahroc  Ranee  (0132)  possesses  habitats  used 
by  deer,  eolden  ea?les  .  prairie  falcons,  spotted  bat,  and  other 
species.   In  this  instance,  we  generally  support  and  applaud 
SLM's  preferred  alternative  to  protect  99*  of  this  WSA. 

Asain,  please  support  and  implement  the  "wilderness  accent" 
alternative,  and  provide  full  Interim  protection  for  these 
five  VSAs. 

Thank  you  very  much  for  considering  our  views. 


^"C^o/Ca  -L-d_s 


Sincerely. 

Richard  Sootts 

California/IIevada  Representative 
Defenders  of  Wildlife 

5604  Rosedale  Wav 
Sacramento.  CA  95822 
(916)  442-6386 

RS/Js 

cc:   Edward  F.  Spanc .  State  Director 
'J.S.  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Interested  parties 


? 
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ECOLOGY  CENTER 

OF  SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA 

POBOXJSm.  LOS  ANCELES  CA  10005  .  TELEPHONE  HW!M™ 


leap  Geon.  District  Ms'* 

Callnti   VlUanni   DIU   I«"  Leader 

Boa   263*9 

Us   Tipi,   B   89126 

Mi  HI.   Cona: 

Ve   he.e   atroag  enTlronaaatal    Internets    la   the  alldernees  ureal   being 
con.ld.red   l>7   the   Ely  Bare.,  of  Lend  Ma|~>».     "•   support    lull   latarlai 
..negeaeot  eod   protection   for   all   S*o,*23   acre,   do.   UtntllW  ••  MS.. 
U   »uM    Ilk.   to   be   Informed  ahea   to.   Ely  DUtlUt    la   BUI'S  Calleate 
Itsource  iiu  designates  1ml  •£  CrltUal   Eaalrotaaeatel  Concern  — 

atdni,  ask  Sprlaaa 
■1  so... 


particularly   those   Identified  «t  Tepa*  lacka,   Tacca   Cardeas,  * 
retraglyphs.   D«la»«r  Ghost  Taem,  aad  Koran*   tut  erchaologlxal 


More  epeelflcelly,  »•  ixcaaal  tie   tolLoalag  wilderness  ami   lor  sapport: 
Moraoa  Eaaan    (HVOM-0161)  .    123.130  Km.      tor.  .r.   2000  kaoaa 

orcheologlcl   .It...    ublut   for  desert   tortoise,    bighorn  sheep, 

golden  eagles,   prslrle   falcons;  spallologlcal  aond.re ;  r.r.  hybrids 

oi   tuccj   utab*nsla-nee«deaal.  ;    tb*   endangered   sandvort,   «»d 

pooderoe.    groeea   »«r   «*«   7500'    ■■»"  , 

Clo»sr   Mountain   (aV  050-0139).   86,020  ecree;   Coaet   laa,e-type  cbapanal. 

giant   elrgin   pooderoea   pines;    rldgeo,    canyons;    raptor i.   aad   tb. 

endangered   eountala    LLaa 
n 1 1  ,.i  r  Mataatalaa    («V  050-0*77),    102,490  ecres:  Canyon*,   cliffs,    habitat 

for  .od.ogered   birds  aad  reptiles,  unlaue   foaalla  of  tb.  Paleosolc  Era; 

rock  art,   obaldlao  *osrry 
Headov  Valley  Bang.   (»  050-OL54),    164,500  acr.a  alth  3   Ufa  aoaM  borlaootally 

along  a    30  alia   length;   ragged    ltnastooe   peak*,    scalptursd    faalt   acarpa; 

hidden   springs,   aaterfalls,    geological   ba  jadas  aad   cald.raa;   rara    flora; 

cbe   endangered   apottad   bat;  aatatea,    lltblc  and   ceramic  sites,    poebla  sites: 

■  Lent    barrel    cactua    garden,    oa   tb*    southern    approach** 
Sooth   rahroc  Bang*   <»»  050-0132),   28.395  acr.a  of   cllffa.    caayoaa.  aoootltba, 

.bite   fir   groaee.   eolcaalce.    granitic    iatraalooa  alth  leldepar  cryarala, 

eolcaalc   gUaa  and  anltl-stalaed   rayolltaa;   habitat  of  endangered  apaclaa. 

«a  aoold  strongly  protest  opening  aay  of  tbla  alld.ra.ss   to  aialag  laceraat  at 
to   the   eo-cellad   "aagebmah  rebels"  aad   hop.   to.   Ely  HJ»  alll  do   I"   ncsoat 
to   protect   tact,  valuable  areas. 

Ve    ninal   yoo  share  oar   thoojhta  alth  all    Interested   parties  aad   kaop  oar 
letter   aa    part  of  yarn  records.     He   tbaas   yoo   for   yoox   consideration. 

Slncaraly, 


Ii«ln«   StaufUld        J 
AiMcUti  Dlr«et*r 

13/1- 


NEVADA  WILDLIFE  FEDERATION,  INC. 

An  Affiliate  of  the  National  Wildlife  Federation 
620  EAST  SAHARA  AVENUE  /  LAS  VEGAS.  NEVADA  09104 


Mr.  Xemr  Conn,   District.  Manacer 

Attn:    Caliente  Vilderness   THIS  Team   L-ader 

Bureau   of   Land   Marwser.errt 

F.  C.  Box  ?6569 

las  Vegas,    N«v»da   8°l26 

Dear  Sir: 

Thank  you   **or   sen^ina1  us  a   rorv   o*"  vcur  Calient**   Drart    '^iHeriess  Fnvironnental 
Imract    Statement,    ar-H   for  t^e   orportunitv  to  c ori^r.f- ,         Our  co-nents  will   deal 
sonewhat  with  the  wil^irnes?   conoct    as   it    acpli*»s   to  IJeva^a  3I.M  lan^s   'n   i7*neral. 
anJ   then  with   the   five   sDeni'ic  area?   *"  cr*^cular. 


preser- 


etc. 


Vhil**  v*»  '-rholehoar-to^lv   swoort    tV°  concert    o**   a    national  wil^e'-ness 
Vstlon   Fysten,    we  bolipve  tKa*"   tWa  •«•*  lJoa-pa>S3   qr«i<:   that   will   survive  *"MV:re 
pressures  will  be  those   o*"  a   hie*'    «:tanJ^rd      o**  aual^tv   or.  v'-ich  ther-3  can  be 
consensus  aeree'tent    tha*    wil-ierT»ss   i?  th«  hieh-»st    anrt  best    u.«e   of   th*    land.      In 
sreneral,   however,   w«  are   sucror*ive   or  the   nulfrl**   us**  eoncert'of  DUblic' land 
r;anae«^ent .   as   eviH«v,^»»'J  by   our  Ion?  .eurrort   o*"  th«  Multiple   Us»   anJ    Sustained 
Yielr.   Act    for  the  nat*  oral   •pore«:*s   »rr*   liV«*v*5e    C   *r.fl   F^Jeral   LanH   r'olicv  and 
Manaj:er!*nt    Act   for  th»   cublic    lanHs   unJ?r  3IM  a-^-ini  strati  ons      Vit^1   the  extortion 
of  a    few  trulv   outstand'ntr  areas   sue11   a?    Aravalna  Can*^on   in   Ar^rnna  ard  Faria 
Canyon   1"   Utah    (to  r.entirn  two  exanrles),    in   ceneral   Nevada  ELM   lan^s  l,arHly 
measure   up   i*i  quality   tc  t^D   area*;    se*    aside   ror  wilH^rn^ss   preservation   in  the 
national  for-sts   ani   the   national  parks.      This   is      further  conolicated  by  the 
linitine   factors   of   foracfe  and  water   in   our  arid   clinate   in  which  water  develop- 
ments and   forare  rtanlculati  on  are   important    tools   'or  wildlife.      In  addition,    it 
nieht  also  be  pointed    out  that  wil-'°rn-ss   doe**   net  nanaee   itself.      The   areas 
have  to  be  narked  and   sisned,   nars   printed   and   distributed,   access  provided, 
trails  and   trailheads  constructed,    inquiries   answered,    tfcp   ceople-uce  nanaeed 
Judrine   *"roni   past   history   a"  Con.7ressin7.al  ac^rocr'ar  ions   for  the  nanaepnent 
of  our  public   lands. taeeth»r  wit1"   curren*    rroj=pectst      it    is  tc  be  aue?tior.ed 
whether  EIM  will  receive  adpauate   '"undone  'or  wilderness  nana?eir.ent . 

Now  for   the   sre~ific   areas   in  t*"»  Caliente  ^raft    statenent : 

1.   The   South   Fauroc    3j»n»e   4s  a   r»al   po+ontial   ror  wildlif-  -nwance-rent , 
vi+h   a   b-'ehom   sh«»«p  transplant   rlann-»d    ?rr  (■*>*»  near  fut.ure  and   a    need 
for  water  develor-«»n*  s  1   h*}**1   rrcb->bili*v.      '-'«  do  not  t^nk  that  wilder- 
ness  is   the  ^i»"-»«*    anJ  vest    u*e   r**  thi«   a*--a,   anJ  -mrV'   prefer  thit   it 
ra^ain  i"  ??uTti^lQ  usQ  ■*-**tti«« 

?.   ">*le   IPn^oni   rrp«   o*"   "Jr-^r    r->«i".   •sare-rush  *r-*  +he   57^  acres   of 
rinv?n- juiiper   i~   t-o  M^a^n-j  V»lln>v   3^a-.?D   rrorosal   is   ''trdlv   our   idea 
of  a   aua-itv  wilderness,    'r^1   a   v*!"!!**V»    st^r.-'roint    •■■(*  have  -o  objection 
to  vour   -D -fwrendir?    it. 


CONSERVE   OUR   NATURAL   RESOURCES 
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3.  The  Xomon  Mountains  wilHernpss  recormendat  ion  i^ets  with  our  irrrovil 
provided  th?t  its  dpsienation  will  not  preclude  «iain+ enance  of  thp  free 
large   existlne   wlnr   devplor^ents    in  the   arei. 

*t.    The   Clover   ".ount.ains   contain   cruci.il   su-impr    arH   winter   ranos    Tor  mule 
deer,    an-*   various   water  devlonments  and   vnpetati  en   -naniculq*  i  on   Projects 
are    npcessarv   for   habitat    improvement.      Vp   thpre^orp   uree   th»*    tuis   area 
be  retained   in  nultiol*  use   status   as  t*i«  Mfifbest   and  best    use  of  the  land. 

5-    5s    for   the   Pelanar   Mountains,    we   arp    in    rull   agreement   with   vour   analysis 
that    this   area    is   not    suitable   for   wi  lrlern^s   designation. 


J"  closlrie   1Z   «*M    be  aprocos   to  mention   the   extensive   use    of  the   air   space 
over   these   areas  bV   the    U.    S.    Air   Force,    and   consequently   to   raise   serious   questions 
about   the   effects   on   the   cri st i ne   wilderness   experience. 

We   hope    our   eo-i-ents   will   he    of    assistance   to  you,    and   aeain  wish   to  express 
our  acrreciation    for   the   onportunUv  to   review  the  draft    statement. 
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Response  to  Letter  23 

1.  The  BLM'3  responsibility  under  FLPMA  la  to  study  roadless  areas  with  basic 
wilderness  qualifications  and  recommend  those  which  qualify  to  Congress. 
It  la  Congress '  prerogative  to  make  the  interstate  comparisons  and  choices 
which  you  make.   As  a  further  clarification  of  what  constitutes 
wilderness,  see  Section  (c)  of  the  Wilderness  act  of  September  3,  L964. 
The  presumption  is  made  that  adequate  funding  will  be  made  available  by 
Congress  to  manage  the  areaa  that  they  designate  as  Wilderness. 

2.  Bighorn  sheep  were  historically  present  in  this  range  and  thus  may,  and 
have  been,  reintroduced.   Because  bighorn  sheep  have  been  adversely 
affected  by  past  human  activity,  properly  planned,  designed  and  located 
water  developments  which  are  compatible  with  designated  wilderness  can  be 
installed  (Wilderness  Management  Policy,  III.D.Z). 

3.  These  guzzlers,  if  they  can  be  made  to  function  properly,  will  be 
maintained  in  a  manner  which  is  compatible  with  wilderness. 

4.  Water  is  not  a  limiting  factor  in  the  Clover  Mountains  WSA  and  water 
developments  have  been  determined  to  be  unnecessary.   Vegetation 
manipulation  is  estimated  to  be  capable  of  producing  an  increase  of 
approximately  ten  percent  in  the  deer  herd  presently  occupying  the  13,440 
acres  half  of  which  would  be  treated. 


CO 
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Sierra   Cles 


12623   lOtto  Ave.    M.S. 
Seattle,    WA      98125 
(206)    362-5269 

Eteceebar   31,    1984 


Frank   Saxwell 
wilderness  Teas  Leader 
ftarcn  of    Land   Ranagejaent 
F.    O.    Box    26569 
Laa   Ve^as,    W      89106 


?3iis   letter   Is  written  In  regard  to  wilderness  suitability 
recosmendations   recently   released  for   the  Caliente  Resource  &x*&* 
After   consulting   with   conservationists   in   the  area  and  closely 
mxM a :  n i-pg  relevant  documents,    I  have  concluded  that  your 
recostatendations   should   be  expanded  to  the   following  acreages  for 
Hildemess   Study  Areas    (HSAa)t 

Mountains   -   123,132  acres 

Valley  Range  -   166,500  acres 
Clover  Mountains   -   88,000   acres 
Delaaar  Mountains   -   102,490   acres 
Sssth  p&nroci   Sange  -   2B,39S  acres. 

EiPs  preliaiaary  reeosaendatioa  Is  adequate  only  for  the   South 
Pahrocx  Range. 

All  these   lands  are  of  national   significance  for  their  natural 
valaes,    especially   wildlife   and   recreation.      Wilderness   is   by  far 
the  beat  way  to  protect  those  fragile  values.     The  BLM  has   failed 
to  provide  a  convincing  reason  why  all  these  MSAs  should  not  be 
recow  wended1   at   the   above  acreages   for  congressional  designation. 
I  arge  you  to  do  so  in  the  final  SIS. 

Thank  yoe  very  such.      Please  Inform  warn  of   your  final  decision, 
and  provide  as  with  a  copy  of  the  final  EXS. 


Sincerely, 


Janes  M.    Baker 
national   BLM  Wilderness 

Chair 
Sierra  Club 


SIERRA  CLUB  -  REDWOOD  CHAPTER 


Conservation  Coaaittee 

c/o  Hon  Guenther 

2990C  Highway  2C 

Fort  Bragg,  California  95437 

Deceaber  23.  1964 

Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Teaa  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Manageaent 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  Sevada  B9106 

Dear  Mr. Maxwell: 

The  Sierra  Club  -  Redwood  Chapter's  5.000  aeabers  strongly  support  tse 
designation  of  aaxiaua  BLM  wilderness  in  Kevada.   We  fully  realize  the 
enoraouE  challenges  and  opportunities  for  wilderness  designation  in  this 
state,  and  wish  to  encourage  BLM  to  aake  the  best  possible  wilderness 
recoasendations  to  Congress. 

Tnere  is  nothing  like  the  areas  that  we  wish  to  recoaaend  now  under 
wilderness  protection.   The  Sevada  basins  and  ranges,  expansive  deser*. 
valleys,  desert  aountains,  and  wildlife  habitat  would  sake  valuable  and 
soaetiaes  unique  additions  to  the  national  Wilderness  Preservation  Sysi.es 

We  have  these  specific  recoaaendations  and  acreages: 


I 


Mornon  Hountains  -  We  recoaaend  123, 13*  acres  of  wilderness  which  would 
protect  crucial  habitat  for  desert  tortoise,  quail,  aule  deer  and  desert 
bighorn,  and  which  would  eliainate  potential  aanageaent  probiens. 

Meadow  Valley  Range  -  We  recoaaend  166,500  acres  of  wilderness  which 
would  add  geographic  and  ecologic  diversity  to  the  BLM  recoaaendaticr 
by  including  the  huge  elongated  bajada  within  the  W5A. 

ACJt±S 

Clover  Mountains  -  We  recoaaend  86,000Aof  wilderness  which  would  include 


the  entire  Cottonwood  Canyon  watershed  -  placing  an  entire  desert  strear 
watershed  within  wilderness  protection. 

Delaear  Mountains  -  We  recoaaend  102,490  acres  of  wilderness  for  this 

.  To  •■plora.  enjoy  ana  pre serve  tha  nalten'ft  forests,  waters,  wildlife,  and  nitderness  .  . 
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lase-ee  plateau,  indeed  with  deep  twisting  canyons  and  providing 
c--j--*^iitg  »uie  deer  and  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 


St—-  ranrcsk  Ran^e  -  We  aupport  the  BLM  recoaaendatlon  of  23,395 
vineries!  acres  for  this  rugged  VEA. 

^  *'"'.T»  we  wish  to  atresrthat  wilderness  designation  1b  the  best  w*y 
V=  pr»t«St  tne  natural  values,-  wildlife  habitat  and  recreational  oppor- 
t^^iiie*  of  these  lands  eo  that  they  can  be  enjoyed  by  all  of  us. 

"«^*  jcu  for  your  consideration  of  our  concerns.   Please  keep  ua 
~cne:  cf  progress  on  designating  Hevada  BLH  wilderness. 

Sincerely, 
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Ron  Guenther 

Conservation  Chair 

For  the  Sierra  Club  -  Redwood  Chapter 


SIERRA  CLUB 


Toiyabe  Chipw  _  Nod.  >nd  Eim.  Cajlfonin 


Kemp  Conn,  Manager  January  2,  1985 

BLM/Las  Vegas  District 

PO  Box  26569 

Las  Vegas,  Nv   89132 

Dear  Manager  Conn, 

Caliente  Wilderness    EIS    tTother^rrf  qST^JSK?"      °n      "* 

Lands   Committee 


Clover   Mountains.    £89,000   ac.)    The  Publir 


Sw5Ft.-EB5Tilil«„.i Accent "i  ernaTMvfUb,UC  fS'  C™i"- 
of  the  boundaries  in  the  nor"  near  Fi?»  J  ?  """  enlar9ement 
include  the  entire   rnn-on.m„S  ^  Spring   ln   order   to 

aware  of  any  "tne?  deler?  WSA  „h?T"  d"'na9e  basi"-  I  am  not 
Outstanding7  wild erne II  value?  nJ  lnoludes.an  entire  watershed, 
recreation  abound  in  this  WSA  »n  °PP°"unl tles  ««  primitive 
minerals  or  other"  reso'urfes  JS/JES"^  rhe^"*  l"^  '" 
impact  analysis  and  manageability  !s  good.  environmental 

Delamar   Mountains.  '   (102,490  ac  )   Th=  D,n  j- 

negative  recommendation  of  the  Preferred  KS  degrees  with  the 
the  Wilderness  Accent  Alternatf™  fj  k Alternatlve  and  supports 
the  actual  manageability  problems  and  .successf ""y  addresses 
conflicts   identified   in  thrbl|    »  T^1"9   *"£,  ri9"t-of-way 

is  becoming  serrated  Irom  a  "Z™  f  ST?  in  SimU"  "«« 
other  memblrs,  dulto  thllaraeT^  "°  beJ"9  able  to  fi»* 
that  the  high  escarpments  as  will  as  ?h»S  ;nvolved-  We  believe 
Ponv  Well  BoSri  „iii   i  ■  ■   f  the  c"errystemming   of   the 

i-ony  well  Road  will  eliminate  most  of  the  actual  ORV  problems 

problem.  For  one  thing  there'  is  nor  J£h  n^°luable.  """"dement 
ise-rrgo^-g^o  g^ear    ^  ^  £ "^^  S«  « 

sssir- JF~-5F £-^"-  -  ss-lt*2 

as  wilderness?  Thirdirthe^nd95"1"  ""T**  SUCh  *s  ba>ada* 
wilderness  area  candidate have  £  STL??  *?"  "0t  ^^^  that 
vehicle   violations   do   occur    inV  self-enforcing.        Motorized 

not      regularly  blm      should      IT9?"'"   «ild«"«=      areas,      but 

eliminate      an   area    from   all    ti  ,A   P  "    SMe      "options,      but      not 
toS?,?8™'  wilderness   consideration      becaxa*,  »«S  o,o0, 

U.V«,,.N,„,,  „„,  '■"'"""'■''"•"•••'-'«— «'V.,«p,„m«-,^„„lt.  U.KS°s"»!£ 

1^  Rrao,  fiend*  89507 
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the  fear  that  some  problem  may  occur  in  the  future.  And  last  of 
all,  BLM  is  assuming  the  worst  -  that  ORV  users  will  violate 
wilderness  boundaries  if  they  can.  I  believe  BLM  is  doing  a 
great  disservice  to  responsible  ORV  users  by  this  assumption. 
The  EIS  provides  no  documentation  that  justifies  this  attack  on 
the  integrity  of  ORV  users  of  the  public  lands.  I  strongly 
believe  that  most  ORV  users  will  honor  wilderness  boundaries, 
especially  since  over  85%  of  the  entire  Resource  Area  remains 
open  to  ORV  use,  even  if  all  our  wilderness  recommendations  are 
accepted  by  BLM! 

Meadow  Valley  Range.  (166,500  ac . )  The  Committee  supports  the 
Wilderness  Accent  Alternative.  The  areas  eliminated  from  the 
entire  WSA  also  eliminate  the  majority  of  manageability  problems 
and  conflicts.  The  remaining  conflicts  are  far  outweighed  by  the 
benefits  of  including  the  broad  bajada  on  the  Eastern  edge, 
possibly  the  first  such  bajada  to  be  recommended  for  inclusion  in 
the  national  wilderness  preservation  system.  (See  ORV  comment 
on  the  Delamar  WSA) . 


Mormon  Mountains . 


(123,130  ac.)  The  PLC  supports  the  Wilderness 
Accent  Alternative  for  this  WSA.  The  acreage  recommended  in  the 
Preferred  Alternative  is  grossly  inadequate  to  protect  the  out- 
standing wilderness  values.  Manageability  problems  are  exces- 
sively overestimated,  especially  with  wildlife  management 
requirements.  The  ambitious  HMP  for  big  horn  sheep  is  very 
shortsighted,  as  the  necessary  roads  to  carry  out  such  a  plan 
will  open  up  the  entire  previously  isolated  area  to  human  distur- 
bances. This  "conflict"  also  directly  contradicts  the  Environ- 
mental Assessment  written  for  the  HMP  which  declared  no  signifi- 
cant conflicts  between  wilderness  designation  and  the  proposed 
habitat  improvement  projects.  The  restricted  boundaries  in  the 
Preferred  Alternative  are  arbitrary  and  capricious,  cutting 
across  ridges  and  canyons  and  impossible  to  locate  on  the  ground. 

So"th  Pahrock  Range.  (28,395  ac  .  )  The  Sierra  Club  is  very  plesed 
to  support  the  Preferred  Alternative  for  this  WSA  as  it 
successfully  protects  the  outstanding  wilderness  values  present. 
The  area  has  very  few  manageability  problems  and  no  significant 
mineral  or  other  conflicts. 

Although  we  did  not  always  agree  with  the  reasoning,  we  would 
like  to  express  our  appreciation  of  a  well-written  and  presented 
Caliente  wilderness  BIS.  The  common-sense  handling  of  the 
mineral  evaluation  was  especially  valuable  to  the  reader  in 
uderstanding  which  mineral  conflicts  were  real  and  which  were 
based  on  speculation  only.  The  maps  were  clear 
as  was  tne  prose,  overall. 


understandable , 


ar.  d 


Thank  you  for  conside 

Sincerely, {\^t -.'  /   / 

Rose  Strickland,  Chafr 
Public  Lands  Committee 


ing  our  comments. 


Response  to  Letter  26 

1.  Your  proposed  adjustment  on  the  northwestern  side  of  the  Clover  Mountains 
WSA  was  given  consideration.   We  have  not  made  the  adjustments  on  the 
borders  of  Che  WSA  because  present  BLM  policy  discourages  adding  new  areas 
out  side  of  WSAs  during  the  final  study  phase.   In  addition,  preliminary 
indications  were  that  a  conflict  with  an  area  of  higher  mineral  potential 
may  be  created  on  the  norhtwestern  side.   These  additions  can  be 
considered  during  ensuing  planning  cycles.. 

2.  The  revised  EIS  includea  the  fact  that  opportunities  for  solitude  are 
present  In  this  WSA,  and  range  from  low  to  outstanding. 

3.  The  final  EIS  has  been  revised  to  eliminate  manageability  as  a  criterion 
factor  for  making  sulrablllty  determinations  because  It  is  not  an 
environmental  Issue.   It  will  be  considered  in  the  Wilderness  Study 
Reports.   Possible  ORV  use  and  potential  resulting  impacte  for  the  various 
alternatives  have  been  discussed  within  Chapter  4  of  this  document. 

4.  The  final  EIS  has  been  revised  to  eliminate  manageability  as  a  criterion 
factor  for  making  suitability  determinations.   The  relationship  between 
bighorn  sheep  habitat  projects  and  wilderness  values  Is  analyzed  in  the 
rewritten  EIS  in  Chapter  4. 

Wlrh  reconsideration  of  the  Mormon  Mountains  WSA  recommendat ion,  it  became 
evident  that  the  alternative  initially  chosen  was  not  fully  acceptable. 
The  new  recommendation  or  the  Proposed  Action  Is  the  Wilderness  Accent 
alternative  which  resolves  the  shortcomings  which  you  identify.   In 
addition,  the  HMP  projects  are  being  reevaluated,  and  those  which  are 
being  proposed  are  designed  to  be  compatible  with  wilderness  preservation 
goals. 
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SIERRA  CLUB 


Toiyabe  Chapter  -  Nevada  and  Eastern  Caiiforr 


December    31,    1984 


Team  Leader 


Mr.  Kemp  Conn,  District  Manager 
Attn:  Caliente  Wilderness  DEIS 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.  O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas  NV  89126 

Dear  Mr.  Conn: 

completeedLrca^ru1Gar„0aUf;sL0ioyfabte„ChraPrer   °f    the   S1«"    Club'    ha= 
Impact    Statement    (CdIts      and    t.       ,      Caliente   Draft    Environmental 

on   the   document"    ^iLS^XS^L^tVu^L,^  IT"*** 

one  and  well   justifies  the  car.    ti..  a     ,,  an    lmP°rtant 

and    its    stuVteam    £  expending  ^tLTjLM?  "^  °" 

nature    It^l^nZTlTTtiZ*  ,7*°*™,    ***    ""    "^-renewable 


We  wish  to  make  a  clear  distinction  between  tw 
on-renewable  resources.   On  the  one  h„d  L 
M.oHihi.,  ,.,),,•„►,  .„   *._._.      °ne  "and  are  energy 


o  classes  of 
gy  and  mineral 
ng 
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LAS   VFGAS  GROUP 

P.O.  Ban  19777 

L«  Ve»n.  Nevadi   8911' 


Reno.  Nevidi  £9507 


permanence    of    th«    r>„n„    . 

resources.      Thi"^"^^??^   °"    the    relative   values   of 
consideration    in    locafor  regiona  f  H    °   Phll°SOphical    to   °e   of 
much  doubt  exists  as  to  the  direct  1  ^""-"^ni;    but   where 
alternatives,    it    cleariv    £L„,  "= tlon  °ne  SH»»  Id  take  in  choosmq 
errm g  on  the  Slde  of  wilderness       /nv    "    U    iS   beSt    to   ris* 
such   a   decision   can   be   corrected    in   ?£      /"  that  ^  result  from 
cannot  generally  be  said         a     err.r      V"'°"'    but    the    =«« 
development   once    such   devefopme"'"   u„d«   ™y""  °'  mi"eral 

|thereTahreD"SsSignI|lc^t   SKElS/SS"^80   "°»   mailable, 
e"«gy   commodities    in   any   of    the    five   u,cP°tentlaJ    «»«al    and 
to   be   conducted   only   on    th°  Prefers   i?'      Mineral    surveys    are 
seems   therefore   prudent   that   nnf»        ?„  atlve-    however.      It 

reasons    to   do   differently"      the  th^e   "e   oth«    compelling 

at  the  DEIS  stage  of  the  process  should  t  M  '""""^   boundaries 
portion    of    each    WSA.       Doino ,    .„   t  Sh°uld   tilt   towards  a    larger 
possible   for   determining    rec™  aSS"res    the   best    mineral    data 

I  the    ultimate    decisions    of"^"^"         "^    °f    ^    ""*'    EIS    a"d    for 

-ed    ^tS"BSr^Stt%'S^l,S.r{ir»?    •?«    «»    aPoroach 
especially   with    respect    to   ?ne    i ™        J  r   sltmificant    impacts 

on  energy   and    minora!"     The  appS??1"""8"   designation 
and    minerals    is    an   extension   of  Ml  I        "lth   resPect   to  eneray 

found    in    the   California    Desert    plan       T^    ^    Pr°Ven   concept      " 
easy    understanding    of    the    a  I       '       Hatlonal    thinking    leads    t„ 

upon   both   commodi9tv    signelfdiecSanrabla1nlr,ty   °f   impact    thresholds   based 
Nevada,     at     lP^e        -        ^nuicance    and    occurrence    nnt-on*- 1  =>  i  a*ea 

heretofore    b^en  ^ed^   We^rtaT,    ^^    ^Cmtt    not 
innovation    in    using    this    ,Z  '    applaud    the    District's 

of  this  kind  should  adopt  tPhPe°aCm;  JfJV1    **"    fU"her    »"*  = 
could    be    improved    upon   by    the   way  re,.  ""      Yet  we  thi"k  « 

industry  and    within  thaf  context  "IattveJ.V    '™  valued  gold    in 
problems  when  it  is  mi  „« t  by  open  S?  tT"^ '    ^"ronmentll 
think   gold   mined   by   these    m/i-rXf     Pi        r  P'acer  techniques.      We 
Group    3    or    lower,    quite    indent        °Uld    be    relegated    to    Mineral 
This  is  because  its'  value fe      est"!  5M    Imp°"    **"*££ 
from   one   year    to   another   a.d  }"  \boo«  a"d  bu"  manner 

-    assirying    gold    minerals,     wilderness    rte  "  '    Rellance.       By    so 

arMS    °f    M*    *»""    -"«-s    iouirmore^ikeir^neiign^' 


I 
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at  the  expense  of  the  frivolous  boom-cycle  gold  extraction  which 
would  result  in  permanent  wilderness  destruction. 

With  respect  to  the  discussion  of  rural  social  values  (pg. 
3  12)  and  the  general  impact  of  wilderness  decisions  on  these" 
values  [pg.  4-10),  we  suggest  a  more  dynamic  evolution  in  rural 
thinking  than  that  proposed,  especially  with  respect  to  longer 
time  periods.   The  DEIS  studies  show  rural  peoole  generally 
prefer  the  status  quo  for  their  environment  (which  current] 


includes  much  de  facto  wilderness).   They  currently  may  per 
little  threat  to  that  environment  from  such  factors  as  heav 


y 

ceive 
-_.y  ORV 
recreation  spillover  from  the  Las  Vegas  area  and  partly  for  this 
reason  they  sometimes  view  wilderness  designation  as  an 
unnecessary  restriction.   But  as  such  impacts  become  more 
pervasive  with  growth  of  the  Las  Vegas  area,  we  suggest  that  more 
of  the  rural  people  will  shift  towards  endorsing  protective 
measures  such  as  wilderness  designation.   He  think  that  shift  in 
thinking  is  already  beginning  to  be  noticed.   These  folks  are  not 
blind  to  what  is  happening  to  wilderness  closer  to  Las  Vegas. 

The  DEIS  (pg.  3-13)  states  the  attitude  of  Nevada  ranchers 
to  wilderness  designation  as  beinq  in  general  negative. 
Experience  throughout  Nevada  suggests  that  at  present  a 
representative  rancher  opinion  for  or  against  wilderness  is 
difficult  to  come  by.   Rancher  opposition  to  wilderness  often 
derives  from  misinformation  about  the  effect  of  designation  upon 
ranch  operations,  and  we  feel  that  part  of  this  stems  from  the 
propaganda  of  organizations  with  a  philosophical  mindset  against 
the  program.   We  question  solid  representation  of  industry 
thinking  by  the  Nevada  Cattlemen's  Association,  and  we  believe 
those  ranchers  who  really  understand  their  rights  to  operate 
within  wilderness  will  support  it. 

National  Forests  in  Nevada  occupy  only  7%  of  its  area. 
While  adequate  wilderness  designation  in  these  lands  is  crucial 
we  must  expect  our  BLM  lands  to  provide  the  major  portion  of  the 
state's  wilderness.   This  is  true  not  just  because  of  the 
vastness  and  lack  'of  conflicts  with  wilderness  on  these  lands, 
but  also  because  the  desert  areas  contain  the  most  representative 
lands  which  we  associate  with  Nevada.   This  is  especially  true  in 
Southern  Nevada  where  the  National  Forest  opportunities  for 
wilderness  are  confined  to  one  small  area.   The  Caliente  RA 
contains  some  of  the  most  thrilling  opportunities  for  wilderness 
to  be  found  in  the  state.   These  will  become  increasinoly 
important  as  pooulation  pressures  grow  and  non-desiqnaf ed  areas 
lose  their  wilderness  values  with  time. 


resource  l°laTfiv!Vi  m"  "  c°nsid"«ion  of  each  of  the 
areas  five  Wilderness  study  Areas  (WSA's). 

_g|g^£.-Mountalns  iNyrO5O^0139):   This  WSA  provides 


full  length  o^the  WsTf r^Ua'  S"*!    ?nd  by  J-^p-iin,  the 
wash.   It  is  indeeedWan  ^J^™^™^   "   *"*"   ^ 


South  Pahroc  Ranqe  (NV-OSn-m m    T       ■  j 
astounding  TS3ioC~^lWtsvt^M  consideration  of  its 

character,  uniquely  beautilullann"     resources,  its  pristine 
-regularity,  Unusual  v^gial^anSHf  "unt^ni  te^ir"^ 
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particularly  good  management  opportunities,  we  fully  endorse  the 
Preferred  Alternative  for  this  WSA.   This  alternative  fully 
resolves  even  the  minimal  potential  conflicts  which  may  arise. 
We  have  availed  ourselves  of  excellent  backpacking  opportunities 
within  this  unit  and  have  explored  it  from  several  entry  points 
along  both  the  east  and  west  flanks.   We  have  found  it  especially 
attractive  for  day  hiking  on  several  occasions.   Water  may  be 
perennial  at  one  or  more  locations  and  it  certainly  is  available 
in  the  winter  and  spring  seasons.   The  wilderness  would  be 
readily  accessible  from  Las  Vegas  with  only  a  short  stretch  of 
generally  good  dirt  roads.   Its  characteristics  produce  excellent 
primary  and  secondary  wilderness  qualities  as  well  described  in 
the  DEIS. 

Dej^mar  Mountains  (NV-050-0 1 77) :   This  area  has  the 
potential  of  providing  an  austere,  remote  wilderness  experience 
on  steep  escarpments,  upon  a  juniper  sprinkled  plateau  and  in 
deep  canyons  that  twist  their  way  downward  through  the  plateau 
surfaces.   We  feel  this  area  would  never  become  heavily  occupied 
at  any  single  time  because  of  its  characteristics;  but  for  those 
who  want  to  really  get  away  from  it  all,  their  success  in  this 
range  will  likely  stem  from  a  singular  lack  of  crowding  enhanced 
by  its  large  size  and  topographic  diversity.   The  DEIS  attempts 
to  create  a  case  in  the  Preferred  Alternative  for  a  no  wilderness 
decision.   Yet  there  seems  to  be  an  inconsistency,  for  the 
usually  most  wilderness  restrictive  alternative  of  all,  the 
Resource  Development  Alternative,  still  manages  to  resolve  all 
resource  conflicts  and  comes  up  with  a  sizeable  suitable 
wilderness  consisting  of  38%  of  the  WSA.   Even  the  All  wilderness 
Alternative  identifies  only  one  serious  conflict,  that  being  the 
need  for  a  utility  corridor  alonq  the  westernmost  edge  of  the 
WSA.   A  speculative  potential  range  conflict  is  discussed  in  the 
DEIS  but  seems  capable  of  resolution.   It  seems  Quite  feasible  to 
provide  a  wilderness  area  here  that  excludes  management  problem 
areas  on  the  bajadas  around  the  west,  south,  and  east,  and 
cherrystems  the  Pony  Well  Road.   The  court  ordered  water  source 
could  br  provided  by  a  pipeline  or  catchment  reservoir  in  the 
road  c   ridor.   There  would  be  no  significant  resource  conflicts 
Any  recommendation  to  seriously  reduce  in  size  or  eliminate  this 
WSA  from  farther  consideration  seems  to  be  entirely  arbitrary  and 
supported  neither  by  the  DEIS  analysis  nor  by  the  BLM's 
Wilderness  Study  Policy  which  must  be  followed  in  the  discharqe 
of  the  FLPHA  mandate  for  evaluation  of  roadless  areas  for 
wilderness  potential.   Our  field  studies  have  included 
exploration  of  the  crest  area  of  the  central  plateau  and  the 
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intricately  eroded  white  tuff  layers  on  the  face  of  the  west 
escarpments,  wcsl 


Meadow  Valley  Range  (HV-050-0 156)  :   In  this  WSA  V, 
with  the  assessment  offered  for  the  Wilderness  Accent 
Alternative,  pointing  out  the  lack  of  significant  impact  wi 
Ti^™  f°r  "Jl1  "sources  ^  any  part  of  this  alternative, 
alternative  adds  the  interesting  Bunker  Hills  with  their  hi 


agree 
th 


-.     — j  — —  --~^  u  umiioijcauie  ud  aaa  protec 

hn?L^Sy  ?!!V  f,ntrV1bl'  the  nearly  impenetrable  embankment 
bordering  the  WSA  along  the  edge  of  Meadow  Valley  Wash.   This 
addition  would  be  further  protected  from  ORV  entry  by  the  stream 
and  railroad  right-of-way  within  Meadow  Valley  Wash.   This  is  an 
outstanding  opportunity  to  include  a  bajada,  a  land  form  not  well 
represented  in  the  Nevada  assemblage  of  preferred  wilderness 
alternatives  because  of  typical  perceived  manageability  problems 
me  unspoiled  bajada  would  provide  a  foreground  for  the 
outstandingly  beautiful  western  ridge  of  mountains  and  would 
considerably  improve  the  configuration  of  the  proposal  by  more 
than  doubling  its  width  along  the  southern  two  thirds  of  its 
length.   The  Wilderness  Accent  Proposal  offers  some  outstanding 
opportunities  for  wilderness  experiences  in  a  desert  range  of 
vast  proportions.   "  * ' 


need 
I...J,- ,  iwtiun  ui  a         We  have 

on  tre*  souther ,  d°™  ^K^"    eXCSpt  the  Fa"ler  Wash  boundary 
iLli?    „°Uth'    ^eluding  hiking  reconnaissance  in  the  vicinity  of 

Ifh6""1''"'  Upland  areas  bordering  Hackberry  Canyon!  and 
Hackberrv  «»»H  ln  th6  ™este™  mountain  ridge  at  the  head  of  the 
Hackberry  wash  drainage.   This  has  given  us  a  fairly  good 

un^no  Th  Y  t0   "tCh    the  "ilderr.ess  flavor  of  this  impressive 
™    UVreS-  ■  ,!?e  Urqe  a  "emendation  for  the  nearly 
conflict-free  Wilderness  Accent  Alternative. 


Mormon  Mountains  Wy-O50-O161) :   Of  all  the  Caliente  WSA's 
this  one  exhibits  the  m-EsT  dramatic  wilderness  features, 
drainage  pattern  is  radial  from  a  central  mounta 


The 
ain  core,  and 

The 


henoQ  ,-v,   ,,,-»  ■         . -~~„.  u  "uuoi  mountain  core, 

rt„„      ^he  WSA  is  roughly  circular,  a  good  configuration 
range  dominates  the  skyline  from  any  direction  and  is 
characterized  by  a  welter  of  craggy  peaks,  deeply  incise 
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twisting  canyons,  and  long  cliff-bordered  ridges.   Wilderness 
opportunities  range  from  easy  hiking  in  canyon  washes  to 
chal lenging  cross-country  climbs  of  many  peaks  like  Mo a pa  or 
Mormon,  and  to  loop  backpacking  routes  that  involve  crossing 
ridges  between  canyons.   These  outstanding  wilderness  qualities 
are  augmented  by  the  sense  of  solitude  that  pervades  the  range, 
occasional  military  overflights  notwithstanding.   It  has  unique 
and  valuable  secondary  attributes  that  enhance  the  opportunities 
for  wilderness  enjoyment.   These  include  the  exceptional  cave 
system,  the  inclusion  of  three  ecosystem  life  zones  (the  only 
Caliente  RA  WSA  with  this  diversity,  pg.  3-14),  a  remnant  stand 
of  large  ponderosa  pines,  excellent  wildlife  viewing 
opportunities,  remarkably  lush  desert  vegetation  that  includes 
giant  specimens  of  Yucca  shidigera,  and  the  easy  discovery  of 
extremely  numerous  prehistorical  cultural  remains  such  as 
roasting  pits,  petroglyphs,  pictographs  and  pueblo  structures. 
This  is  the  closest  of  the  Caliente  WSA's  to  the  Las  Vegas  area 
and  also  is  quite  close  to  growing  Southern  Utah  communities. 

Of  all  the  proposed  actions  discussed  in  the  DEIS,  we  find 
this  one  for  the  Mormons  to  be  the  most  difficult  to  understand. 
The  tiny  core  area  delineated  by  the  Preferred  Alternative  seems 
to  us  preposterous.   Our  considerable  experience  in  this  range 
and  our  reading  of  the  DEIS  discussion  points  to  a  loqical 
recommendation  no  smaller  than  the  Wilderness  Accent  Alternative. 
Our  logic  fol lows. 

The  boundaries  of  the  Preferred/Resource  Development 
Alternative  are  irrational.   They  include  the  central  peaks  but 
very  little  of  the  main  mountainous  mass.   Instead,  they  cut 
capriciously  across  ridges  and  canyons  leaving  out  very  large 
areas  of  quality  wilderness.   These  boundaries  do  not  appear  to 
have  been  based  on  either  conflict  resolution  or  on  easily 
identifiable  geographic  features.   As  conceded  in  the  DEIS  (pg. 
4-l?a  bottom),  definition  of  boundaries,  both  descriptively  and 
on  the  ground,  will  be  difficult  and  will  lead  to  confusion  in 
this  alternative.   Even  BLM  personnel  newly  assigned  to  work  with 
this  area,  let  alone  the  public,  would  have  difficulty  in 
familiarizing  themselves  with  these  boundaries. 

The  Wilderness  Accent  Alternative  boundaries  appear  logical 
and  seem  to  remove  all  the  significant  conflicts  while  including 
nearly  all  of  the  outstanding  wilderness.  Page  4-40  attests  to 
the  elimination  of  manageability  problems  on  the  bajadas  and  the 
worst  of  the  cherrystem  road  influence  in  these  areas.  The  DEIS 
agrees  with  our  on-the-ground  assessment  as  to  the  relatively 


-i=,?J,a,nd  J""1  "atUre  °£  che«ystem  road  impacts  (pg.  4-40b). 
-asual  look  at  a  map  devoid  of  contours  makes  the  cherrystem 


i"heS;,^Lren  mapS  Jwithin  this  D"S  [Ch.  31,  adequately  indicate 
the  numerous  major  drainages  lying  between  any  two  adjacent 
roads.   The  roads  themselves  are  rough  and  infrequently  used.   In 
addition,  their  general  location  in  the  bottoms  of  deeply  incised 
drainages  leads  to  extremely  limited  visual  impacts  on  even  the 
immediate  surrounding  areas. 

Mineral  conflicts  are  minimal  and  confined  largely  to  the 
Whltmore  Mine  area.   But  even  here  the  mineral  potential  is  too 
speculative  to  outweigh  the  outstanding  non-speculative 
wilderness  assets  [pg.  4-41a). 

,.„.T,"f  DEI?  at  various  points  makes  reference  to  the  increased 
difficulty  of  carrying  out  BMP  projects  within  wilderness 
«S»/»tolefS  liZ'.   exampIe-  P9-  4-"b  bottom).   Since  the  integrated 
AMP/HMP  for  this  range  is  an  ambitious  one,  the  implications 
appear  to  have  been  that  the  HUP  exerted  a  strong  influence  on 
the  Preferred  Alternative.   We  note,  for  instance,  that  the  25* 
of  the  HHP  projects  that  are  completed  lie  within  the  Preferred 
Alternative  borders  while  the  uncompleted  projects  (75%)  lie 
largely  within  the  remaining  area  of  the  Wilderness  Accent 
Alternative.   If  planning  was  adequate  in  the  HHP,  however,  no 
real  proolem  should  exist.   Indeed,  the  HMP  Environmental 
Analysis  (EA|  arrived  at  a  conclusion  of  no  significant  impact  on 
the  environment  (including  wilderness);  and  had  there  been  such 
an  effect  determined,  a  full  EIS  would  have  been  required   The 
implication  is  that  the  HMP  is  more  difficult  to  implement  within 
the  framework  of  wilderness  management  and  that  this  has 
"._"?"Ce   the. decision  towards  the  Resource  Development 


nn™hireraer,t„  f°r  MMI!e"eat  to  "seel<  a  natural  distribution, 
number,  and  interaction  of  indigenous  species. ...Natural 
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to    be 

"nat 


e   a    rather    heavy   handed   approach    to    "natural    p 
urai    balance"    with    the    habitat. 


cocesses"    and 


Looking    at    this    from    another    aspect,     the    drawina    in    «f 

Alternative,    both    within    and   without    the    wilderness        Paae    J-57K 
father "iSTIh*    pf°8sl,ble    "eed    *«    »™    numerous    smal'l    guzzler 
terms    of    th  fu,  ^^    °neS"      A    Case    could    te    ">ade    lor    this    in 

vd      c        ;„05S1"1Uy°£   developing    natural    catchments    and 
as^  though      that^r   f^f™   °*    """f    —lability.      Even 

planned    ^  i-    ,h       ,  teC    devel°Pment    projects   occur    as 

Sip Th      3,  thfflo"tlons    indicated   en   the   Wildlife    Improvements 
?he    in*  appears    that    several    of    these   would    be   close    to 

aolustme  TT    SCCSnt    Alternative    border.       With    relative    y    tittle 
Sese    instal°laM„2Zler    \°catlons    "    P°i«ta    outside    the    border" 
wilderness        Eve°   if Cbu?t        a"°™"°dated   with    little    impact   on 
located    for    the    most   part  .lU™     ^    ir    the    HMP'    the*    "ould   be 
thus    minimizing   the   ne!d    f  ab°Ut   one   "^  J  e   of   the  boundary, 

installantro1n21rn9dtmeainetenan0ce.n0n"COnf0rraing   ■rttad"    ln   their 


nrnf    "'"J    more   of    the   cultural    resources   would   be   better 
protected    within    the    Wilderness    Accent    Alternative    [pg.Vna). 

withinUrhen^he"9rCTd   assess"ents   oC    wilderness  possibilities 
t"B      S"TS   have    involved   driving  ail    the   roads   and   some 
e  ",?•      ™ose  ue  did  n°t  drive  were  walked  out  except  for 

enjoyable    hike"   ter^   f?m.the    "°"hern   boundary.       Numerous 

PeripheraT- d/t  -  al?  Sn  *f  SS^JSS^S^   «* 
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Krt'^rJk1?lkSlf'«Jh?   "?*'.  1S    Pr°m  — tly    featured    m   John 
nart  s    book    Hiking    the    Great    Basin.       Moapa    Peak    was    "discoverer!" 

potent,!?!  "Si??"   Ran9S    rankS    hl9h    ln    l^lity    among    Nevada's 

^;*l:^:l-%  the  sss^SLiriSSssL- 

The  ?    Altf""tlve     for    the    South    Pahroc    Range     (28,395    acresl 

The    total    would    then   be   about    508,000   acres.      We    feel    that    each' 

habita    "fSr'such'hu    »°    e"™    "^ural    resources    anS    to 
tortois^f°andU:ariomuasn;apntSorsre   ^^    **    ^^   Sh"P'    des«t 

Sincerely, 

Anita  Bowen       l""* 
Conservation  Chair 


Howard  Booth 
Wilderness  Chair 
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Response  to  Lette 


27 


Newer  data  are  now  available  for  minerals.   The  Proposed  Actions  were 
developed  and  evaluated  for  mineral  potential  to  as  closely  approximate 
the  foreseeable  wilderness  recommendations  as  possibLe.   In  some  cases 
where  recommendations  have  changed,  it  may  be  necessary  to  do  supplemental 
Burveys. 


2.   The  section  on  rural  social 
discussion  within  which  it  a 
on  site-specific  issues. 


-alues  has  been  deleted  along  with  the  general 
>peared,  as  the  rewritten  BIS  has  been  focused 


3.  Your  proposed  adjustments  were  given  consideration.   We  have  not  made  the 
adjustments  because  present  BLM  policy  discourages  adding  areas  outside  of 
WSAs  during  the  final  study  phase.    In  addition,  preliminary  indications 
were  that  a  conflict  with  an  area  of  higher  mineral  potential  may  be 
created  on  the  northwestern  side.   Congress  will  make  the  final  decision 
to  accept  or  modify  the  recommendations  of  the  Executive  Branch  relative 
to  the  Clover  Mountains  WSA.   These  additions  can  be  considered  during 
ensuing  planning  cycles. 

4.  Although  the  Wilderness  Accent  and  the  Resource  Development  alternatives 
identify  most  of  the  area  within  each  as  free  of  conflict,  the  Proposed 
Action  recommends  the  entire  area  as  nonsultabie  for  designation  aa 
wilderness  because  the  area,  taken  as  a  whole  is  not  exceptional. 
Vegetation  is  low-growing,  providing  little  or  no  screening  over  the 
majority  of  the  WSA.   Except  in  the  canyons  and  cliffs,  topographic 
screening  is  limited  over  the  central  portion  of  the  Resource  Development 
Alternative.   Overall,  scenic  values  are  rather  ordinary  when  compared  to 
regional  features.   Known  cultural  resources  are,  likewise,  very  limited 
in  the  uplands  portion  represented  by  the  Resource  Development 
alternative.   There  is  a  dearth  of  known  prehistoric  archaeologic  sites. 
Distinctive  destination  points  are  relatively  limited.   Few  attractions 
for  activities  like  rockhounding  and  photography  exist  when  taken  In  a 
regional  context. 

Removing  the  areas  with  lower  wilderness  values  around  the  periphery,  the 

areas  prone  to  ORv  use  (lower  portions  of  canyons  from  the  south),  and  the 

area  within  the  zone  of  influence  of  activities  on  the  Pony  Well  road, 

leaves  an  Irregularly  shaped,  indented  wilderness  area  (Resource 
Development  alternative). 

Grazing  management  in  this  area  has  been  difficult  due  to  the  area's 
sparse  resources,  which  has  resulted  in  litigation.   Wilderness 
designation  would  render  it  even  more  difficult  to  comply  with  the 
settlement  requirements  which  arose  from  that  litigation. 

For  these  reasons,  in  the  absence  of  prevalent  countervailing  wilderness 
values,  this  WSA  has  been  recommended  nonsuitable  for  wilderness 
designation. 

5.  With  reconsideration  of  the  Mormon  Mountains  WSA  recommendation,  it  became 
evident  that  the  alternative  Initially  chosen  was  not  fully  acceptable. 
The  new  recommendation  or  the  Proposed  Action  Is  the  Wilderness  Accent 
alternative  which  resolves  the  shortcomings  which  you  Identify. 


RESPONSE  LETTER      2  7 


The  EIS  identifies  the  likelihood  of  habitat  erosion  in  portions  of  areas 
not  designated  as  wilderness.  A  new  wilderness-compatible  approach  has 
been  implemented  for  wildlife  projects.  Projects  are  trending  towards 
smaller  sizes  use  of  natural  slick  rocks  for  catchments.  This  has  reduced 
conflicts  with  preservation  of  wilderness  values  to  acceptable  levels.  In 
combination  with  the  changed  suitability  recommendation,  both  wildlife  and 
wilderness  resources  will  be  better  served. 
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January  5,  L  9  8  5 


Re:  Caliente  Wilderness  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 


Dear  Mr .  Conn : 


Thank   you   for   the 
Wi  Iderness  Plan. 


opportunity  to  comment 


the   Draft 


Wilderness  enhances  the  wild  horse  resource  and  protects 
their  habitat  where  both  occur  together.  WHOA  requests  that  all 
recommendations  for  wilderness  to  Congress  contain  the  herd 
management  plans  for  wild  horses  as  an  existing  resource. 


WHOA  suppor 


the  WILDERNESS  ACCENT  ALTERNATIVE  FOR: 


Delma  rs  Meadow 
Valley  Range 
Clover  Mountains 
Mormons 

WHOA  supports  the  PREFERRED  ALTERNATIVE  FOR: 

Pahrcc  Range 

Most  sincerely, 


UUuOtO 


*J 


Y  .  L  a  p  p  i  n  (Mrs.) 


Response  to  Letter  28 

1.   Herd  Management  Plana  do  not  exiat  for  these  WSAa. 
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= 


THE  WILDERNESS  SOCIETY 


FOUKOID  IN  111] 


November  5.  19&4 


Hr  .  K.emp  Conn 
District  Manager 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  KV   B912b 


Dear  Hr.  Connj 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  co 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


ent  on  the  Calient*  Draft 


We  ire  pleased  with  the  wilderness  recomaendat  ions  for  Clover  Mountains 
and  South  Pehroc  Range.   This  action  will  protect  and  preserve  Clover 
Mountains'  Cottonwood  Creek  complex,  the  sole  perennial  creek  system 
in  the  five  areas  studied,  as  well  as  th*  outstanding  recreational 
and  aolltude  opportunities  of  both  areas. 

We  are,  however,  disappointed  with  the  recommendations  (or  th*  remaining 
thTee  areas.  Delamar  Mountains,  Meadow  Valley  Range  and  Mormon  Mountains. 
Our  coaaeoti  irt  as  followsi 

Delamar  Hountaltts 

Kowhere  in  the  Wilderness  Act  or  in  FLPHA  does  it  say  that  the  "influence 
of  outside  sights  and  sounds"  serves  aa  a  criteria  for  wilderness  or 
non-wilderness  designation.   The  proximity  of  Highway  93  should  not 
be  a  basis  for  the  non-wilderness  recommendation  for  the  Delamar 
Mountain  WSA.   We  alao  find  the  Environmental  Consequences  of  «fce 
Preferred  Alternative  inadequate  as  stated  in  aectlon  1502.16  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act.   A  sore  detailed  description  of 
environmental  Impacts  is  necessary,  tncluding  both  short  and  long  term 
effects,  irreversible  or  irretrievable  commitments  of  resources,  and  effects 
on  wildlife. 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  has  determined  that  65-JOX  of  the  WSA  la 

unaffected  by  unmade  features.   The  landscape  and  vegetation  ara 

divers*.   Th*  aouthem  end  boasts  several  "spectacular  canyons."   A  visitor 

will  find  outstanding  topographic  screening  and  recreational  activities. 

Special  features  Include  desert  tortoise,  prairie  falcons,  golden  eagles 

and  rare  geologic  formations  and  mesas.   Designation  of  th*  Delamar  Mountains 

as  non-wlldcrnesa  would  result  in  the  permanent  loss  of  many  of  these 

resources.   We  encourage  BLM  to  at  least  redefine  th*  western  boundary 

and  preserve  th*  pristine  and  geological  features  of  this  ares, 

278  POST  STRtfcl.  #400,  SAN  rRAhX'lSCO.  CAv410* 
(415)  982  27v> 


Hcftd'**  Val  Iff  lUngr- 

Though  over  half  the  Meadow  Valley  tang*  WSA  has  been  recommended  aa 
suitable,  we  still  find  this  Inadequate  considering  thai  »M  of  the  araa 
la  unaffected  by   manmade  features.   Excluding  the  eastern  half  from 
wilderness  designation  merely  because  future  ORV  problems  mav  arise  la 
not  justifiable,  especially  since  the  Wilderness  Accent  Alternative 
states  that  "managaabl 11 ty  seems  to  be  a  problem  only  where  two  large 
washes  at  Hackberry  Canyon  and  Vigo  Wash  permit  access  up  the  washes 
themselves  but  not  out  of  the  wash.*1   The  DEIS  states  that  "the 
unsuitable  area  has  past  mining  exploration  in  the  outstanding  to 
moderate  wilderness  values  In  the  Bunker  Hills."   The  presence  of 
mining  claims  does  not  preclude  wilderness  designation.   Also,  th* 
extent  and  status  of  this  mining  activity  —  both  past  and  future  — 
needs  to  be  defined. 

BLM  claims  thst  most  of  the  unsuitable  ares  will  likely  remain  undisturbed. 
We  fall  to  see  the  point  of  not  designating  this  as  wilderness,  and 
therefore  ensuring  that  the  area  will  remain  In  a  natural  stat*. 

Finally,  the  proximity  of  this  arcs  to  Las  Vegss  makes  It  an  attractive 
wilderness  candidate. 


Mormon  Mountains 

We  suit  admit  we  are  puzzled  at  the  small  suitable  racommendat ion  for 
Mormon  Mountains.   Again,  mining  claims  and  the  Influence  of  outside  sights 
and  sounds  do  not  preclude  wilderness  designation.   BLM  seems  to  b* 
creating  its  own  problems  by  drawing  the  boundary  within  the  mountainous 
core.   It  would  certainly  be  easier  In  terms  of  management  to  recommend 
the  entire  area  suitable,  especially  since  2/3  of  the  surrounding 
52,000  acres  have  outstanding  wilderness  values.   BLM  has  chosen  usee 
that  may  occur  {rang*  improvements  and  mining  exploration)  over 
outstanding  wilderness  qualities  that  presently  do  cxlat. 

By  designating  most  of  the  WSA  nonaul table ,  BLM  is  Inviting  vandalism 
of  valuable  cultural  resource  alteai  these  sites  "would  not  have  the 
added  protection  from  vandalism  and  from  salvage."   This  area  Is  not 
only  readily  accessible  from  Las  Vegss,  but  is  already  the  most  heavily 
visited  of  the  five  arcaa.   Why  not  designate  a  larger  wilderness  area 
to  accomodate  an  increase  in  recreational  users.   It  makes  no  sense  to 
make  the  fourth  smallest  wilderness  recommendation  on  the  most  racraa- 
tionally  used  of  the  five  areas. 

The  Impacts  cited  In  the  All  Wilderness  Alternative  would  be  alight.  In 
fact,  an  Increase  In  bighorns,  in  conformance  with  the  HOT ,  would  occur. 
A  wilderness  designation  thus  could  only  be  beneficial. 

However,  in  the  event  that  the  preferred  alternative  should  b*  adopted, 
w*  urg*  BLM  to  institute  A3CFR  3000  regulations  and/or  02V  designations, 
*o  as  to  protect  bighorn  sheep,  deer,  tortoise  and  quail  habitat. 


■) 
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Nov*Bb«r    J,     1904 
Pai«    Thr*. 


Hr  .     i'.er.p    Conn 

CiJViJJOl 

In    Mkr.    M   r.qu..t    »LH    incr....    it.    «l|0.m«a    nco^nd.!  ton.    (or 
lh«    D«W»r    Kotinnina.    M**do-    Valley    Ran.,    and    ih.    Kor«on    Mountain. 
HU».      W*    .1.0   Wr,r    BLH    to'.trictly    confer,   to    IHf    r«BuUt  Ion.    until 
•uch    Claw    that    Congr.aa    uku    It.    decision. 

Thank    you    for    considering   our    coMtnti. 

linear,  ly , 


'atrlcU   IUd|« 

:*glon«l    Director,    Call 


r.trlcla   IUd|« 

R.gloo.1    Diractor,    Call fornl. -Nevada 


■/- 

J»rl   Calbnlth 
I    Ad.lnl«tr«ttv«  Assistant,    CiUIomli-Ntvadi 


RESPONSE  LETTER  29 


Response  to  Letter  29 

1.   The  EIS  has  been  extensively  revised  to  address  your  comments  and  those  of 
others.   In  the  process,  references  to  outside  Influences  have  been 
deleted.   It  no*  includes  a  more  detailed  analysis  of  short-  and  long-ten 
environmental  effects.   The  Proposed  Action  analyses  now  contain  sections 
on  unavoidable  adverse  impacts,  the  relationship  between  short-term  uses 
ot  man  s  environment  and  the  maintenance  and  enhancement  of  long-t»rm 
commitments  of  resources.   Where  wildlife  would  be  affected  by  desi»natln» 
or  not  designating  wilderness,  a  heading  and  analysis  appeals. 


«3 


-*• 


COMMENT  LETTER     30 


RESPONSE  LETTER  30 


Wildlife  Management  Institute 

Suite  72b,  1101  14th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005  •  202/371-1808 


DANIEL  A.  POOH 

L.  R.  |AHN 

Vice-Pttudeni 

L  L.  WILLIAMSON 

WESLEY  M.  DIXON,  If 
Boj'd  <Ji*mj« 


November  28,  198 


Mr.  Kemp  Conn,  District  Manager 
Attn:   Caliente  Wilderness 

DEIS  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada   89126 

Dear  Sir: 

The   Wildlife   Management    Institute    is    pleased    to   content: 
on   CALIENTE   DRAFT   WILDERNESS    ENVIRONMENTAL    IMPACT   STATEMENT. 

The    report    is   well    organized   and    the   environmental    effect 
is   statea   well. 

We    prefer    the   All    Wilderness    alternative    and   urge    that 
it    be    adopted        The   only   objection   stated    to    it    is   an    internal    BLM 
objection   on      manageability".       This    can   be   solved   with    careful 
planning   and    long-term  vegetative    recuperation. 

i         ^    i5SUeS    a"    simPLe*      ™e   on!*   minerals   are    sand    and 
5£Sli         T   aren°    *******    UndSl    "«"**   grazing   will    not    be 
imp^red      and    Significant    areas   of    critical    wildlife   habitat    are 
witnin    the   USA  5. 

We  see  no  reason  for  not  adopting  the  All  Wilderness 
alternative  since  it  will  benefit  wildlife,  will  not  alter  the 
area    economy   and    will     improve   overall    recreation. 

This   area   provides   one   of    the   most    cle, 
maxiciun   wilderness    we   have   seen. 


arcut    reasons    tor 


These    remarks   have   been 
the    Institute's  Western    Representa 


:oordinated    with    William   B. 


U*^&/U&— 


Daniel    A.    Poole 
President 


DEDICATED  TO  WILDLIFE  SINCE  1911 


Response    to  Letter  30 

1.       In    the    rewritten   EIS,    manageability  as   a   criterion   has    been    removed 

Insofar   as   making   suitability    recororaendat  ions    is   concerned    because    It    la 
not   an   environmental    Issue.      Manageability  will    be   considered    in   the 
Wilderness   Study   Report. 


8 


COMMENT  LETTER    31 


•riiF 'Wiiiiiijc  Society 

ncvada  chapter 
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~7%c    Sei-tst/k    CffA    er     -7^-,    tt^>c 
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1%  "Wildlife  Society 

ncvadot  chapter 
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HALTER  HABBUCK  JR 

«0i0  I'olos  Verdee.  Apt  14 

Lai  Vtgll  Nv   89109 

FRANK  MAXWELL 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
4765  w.  Vegas  Drive 
Las  Vegas  Nv  89126 


V?    Dec    ?H 


SUBJECT:   Coaraents  Regarding  The  Calient©  Resource  Area 

Mr  Maxwell i 

The  decision  o£  BLM  to  grant  virtually  all  of  the  Clover  Mountain* 
and  South  Pahroc  Range  WSA's  an  all  wilderness  through  the  "Preferred" 
designation^  highly  commendable  and  laudable.   It  would  be  even  more 
ao  if  Clover  Mountains  could  be  expanded  to  88,000  acres  to  include 
the  entire  Cottonwood  Canyon  Watershed.   Hopefully  this  would  not  cause 
additional  management  problems  which  for  the  above  two  wSAs  '  are  al- 
ready very  minor.   As  it  stands.  Clover  Mountains  does  have  the  mouth  of 
''Cottonwood  Canyon  as  primary  access  but  other  details  preclude  its 

more  frequent  use.   Meanwhile  South  Pahroc  Range  have  little  to  none. 
What  there  ia  (ORV  use)  stems  from  making  the  boundrles  more  recog- 
nizable. . 

Delamar  Mountains  while  lt'i  western  boundry  does  abut  against  a  major 
North-South  power  corridor  and  has  numerous  ways  for  ORVs '  along  a  good 
portion  of  it's  boundry'' floes  have  redeeming  featurea  worthy  of  a 
"Wilderness  Accent"  alternative.   While  this  alternatlvdtakes  in  a  very 
small  percentage  of  the  habitat  of  the  desert  tortoise,  hopefully  it  in- 
cludes the  state  protected  plant  "Nye  Milkvetch"  and  geologic  formations 
endemic  to  this  WSA.   This  WSA  along  with  Mormon  Mountains  and  Meadow 
Valley  Range  are  deemed  "Manageable"  under  the  wilderness  accent  al- 
ternative. (Table  5-3) 

The  "Preferred*  alternative  of  97,180  acres  is  supriolng  since  95*  of 
the  entire  Meadow  Valley  WSA  is  free  of  mans'  imprint.  1ft  granting 
"Wilderness  Accent"  one  may  include  older  rock  formations  in  the 
south-east  portion  of  the  range.   The  entire  WSA  is  also  characterised 
as  "excellent"  for  nature  study  and  photogrophy.   In  addition  to  the 
"Milkvetch" ,  also  state  protected  and  in  this  WSA  is  the  "Sandwort". 
Desert  Tortoise  inhabit  the  southern  area  of  this  WSA  although  this  is 
not  indicated  on  the  maps.   "No  management  problems  affecting  the  unit 
flre  present;  thus,  long  term  management  could  be  assured  except  for  the 
Vigo  Canyon  portions".   This  statement  taken  from  the  EIS  document  fits 
in  with  the  "Wilderness  Accent"  alternative. 

Although  approximately  half  (40-S0V)  is  affected  by  human  imprints,  the 
Mormon  Mountains  WSA  has  areas  which  are  critical  to  the  Caliente  Re- 
source Area.   These  would  be  covered  by  a  "Wilderness  Accent"  designation. 
Topographic  screening  in  the  Koapa  Peak  area  is  classified  as  outstanding. 
Just  south  of  this  area  and  the  south-east  portion  of  the  WSA, "Tortoises 
ere  e  common  sight  when  they  emerge  from  hibernation  In  the  spring". 
It's  assumed  they're  seen  here  becsuse  the  map  indicated  this  area  for 

-I- 
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-Tortoise  Crucial' ',   The  entire  WSA  la  "highly  Sensitive"  with  over  200 
prehistoric  sites  with  numerous  shelter  csves  In  the  entire  WSA. 

In  making  some  general  comments,  the  State  division  of  Forestry  believes 
that  Plnyon-  Juniper  sites  should  mostly  remain  in  multiple  amnagement. 
If  that  meano  that  one  sgenc>  should  have  Jurisdiction  within  another*1 
domain,  I  feel  this  to  be  a  mistake.  The  introduction  of  elk  or  any 
other  animal  under  uncontrolled  conditions  that's  not  historically  re- 
levent  could  be  a  tragedy.'  Ask  the  Ecuadorian  government  the  status  of 
the  giant  tortoises  on  the  Galapogos  Islands  because  of  feral  animals 
present  (pigs  and  goats). 

In  closing  please  give  this  letter  your  close  attention. -A  lot  could  be, 
said  about  scarcity  of  riparian  areas  and  other  zoological,  botanical 
items  etc.   As  of   this  writing,  the  state  has  one  wilderness  (Jarbridge) 
area. 


Sincerely 


QJU 


-v- 


Tea*  Leader 

Callente  Wilderness  DEIS 

BLN 

Lbs  Vegas,  Rev. 

Dear  Slrss 


P.O.  Box  62lW 

Salt  Lake  City.  Utah 

BV106 

October  18,   198>* 


COHHEKTS  ON  CALIKNTE  WILDERNESS  E.2.S.    -  DRAFT 

Your  descriptions  and  rational   for  decisions  are  ao  different 
between  your  Preferred  Alternative  and  your  Wilderness  accent 
alternative   that   2  sometimes  wondered   If  you  were  referring  always 
to  the  sane  WSA's. 

If  a  WSA  could  be  suitable  under  the  Wilderness   Accent  alternative, 
I  wonder  why  It   is  not  being  recommended   for  wilderness  designation 
in  your  Preferred   alternative.      A  district  whin?     Antl-wllderness 
blast 

Can  we  appreciate  that  natural    "wild"   land  is  s   rare  and 
rapidly  diminishing  eoaaodlty  in  the  lower-US  0.3. ?     Thus,   any 
land   sieetlng  "wilderness"  qualifications  should   be  valued   for  that 
i  .i'"|   reason  alone,   and   not  so  recommended  only  when  there  are  vital 

other  coapetlng   resources.      All   five  of  your  WSA's  do  not   have  other 
coapetlng  resources.     So  why  the   reluctance  to  reooamend? 

CRT  aanageablllty?     Tour  discussion  for  each  WSA  under  the 
Wilderness  Accent  alternative  admits  that   "very  little  actual   ORT 
activity  Is  taking  place."     Are  you  laaglnlng   "worst  scenario" 
ORV  probleas.    Instead,    for  each  WSA?     Have  you  explored   slpns, 
barriers,   public  education  or  enforcement   patrolling?     Let's  both 
be  realistic.     Wilderness  areas  should  not   becoae  a  burden  on  your 
agency,    but    I   think   you  could   Ba}i£  soa°   effort   to  establish,    protect, 
defend  and  even  enforce  wilderness  values   for  our  future  generations. 

(Q   C10VER  HIS.-  Why  not  enlarge   this  area  slightly  to  the  HV  to  peralt 
:  better  boundary  definition  as  per  your  w.   Accent  altern.? 

DE1AXAR  KTS.-  Here  you  recommend   zero,   yet  W.   Accent  altern.    finds 
102,000  acres  could   be   suitable.      "Portions  of  this 
reraalnlnp  area  has   some  outstanding  wilderness  values," 
it  aaya   (p. 2-7).      "About  65  to  70*  of  this  WSA  is 
unaffected   by  human  imprints  or  outside  Influences,"  it 
says    (p. 3-21).      Its   lower  parts  contain  some   Important 
desert  tortoise  habitat,   also.      If  we  don't  "preserve" 
some   bajada  here,   where  will  BIN  do  so--  no  one   Is 
recommending  auch  bajada,    basins,   playas  or  desert  falley 
floors  froa  any  districts  or  agencies?     Could  not  the 
wilderness  and   natural   values  here  be  worth  some  special 
errorts?  " 

H    UADOV  YAI1EY  RANUt-  Here  again  you  have  a   broad   sweeping  central 
bajada  that  jjev  have  future  OHV  probleas,   but  could 
you  protect  this  one?     Your  w.    Acoent  altern.    says 
166,000  acres  could   be  suitable,   yet  you're  reooamendlng 
only  97,0(10  eores.     What's  r.allv  wrong  here? 
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MORMON   MTS.- 


-   2 


Your  V.   Accent  altorn.    says  123,000  icm  could   be 
suitable,   yet--agaln — you  recommend  only  23,700  acres. 
Why,    really?     Are  us  talking  about   tha  same  area? 
"Approximately   50  to   60*  of   thla  WSA   li   unaTfected 
by  manniade  reatures,"  It  ssys   (p. 3-26).     Could  an 
effort   be  made  here  to  protect  some  bajada?     Again, 
if  aone  bajada  i>  not  protected  here   (for  diversity 
valuea),   where  will   BLM  protect  aoae  of  thla  landformTT 


The  total  of  all  USA  acreage  that 


e  that  could   be 
a   506,000  acres, 


recommended 


d    by 

,6lo 


Wlldernesa  Accent  alternative  la   506,000  acraa,  or  only  B.8*"or 
the  BLM  land   In  your  area  or  only  7.5*  of  all  the  total  land  In 
your  area.      Is   that  really  ioo  Much?     by  your  own  KIS,   you  admit 
that    there    are   no   major  competing    resources    in   these  WSA's.      So 
what   is   the   problem?      Is    there   a    basic    perception   that   there    la 
no   real   need    to   protect  significant  amounts  of  what  little  regains 
of  wild  and   natural   land   in  the  lower-US  U.S.?      (Is  your  head   In 
the  sand?)     Have  typical-Nevada  anti-wilderneaa  Sagebrush  Rebel* 
captured  your  office,   too   (they  have  In  Utah,   Oregon,   Colorado, 
Wyoming,    Idaho,    Montana,    Arliona  and  New  Mexico)? 

Would  10*  or  your  area  as  wilderness  really  be  too  anion? 
Would  10*  of  the  western  U.S.    be   too  much?     Would  a  simple  10* 
of  the  entire  lower-U8  U.S.   as  refreshing,   natural,   clean,    healthy 
wilderness  be   too  much? 

With  recommendations   like  yours,  we  are  a  very  long  way  from 
ever  having  10*  of  the   lower->«9  U.S.   aa  s  natural,   wild,   healthy 
and  cleansing   balance   to  the  90*  or  the  entire   lower-US  U.S.   that 
"development"  can  plow,   pave,   dan,    log,    strip-mine  and  toxlc-polluta. 
(Kay   I  point  out   that  we  could   barely  have  10*  of  Just  the  West  as 
permanently-protected  natural  4  wild  land  even  if  all    your  BLM  WSA't 
and  all  of  the  Forest  Service's  RARE  and  ail  the  rark"  Service's 
wilderness  was   so   deslrnated.)      Is   10*  of   the   »est   really   too  much 
to  ask  for?     Was  10*  of  even  your  rather  "wild*  district  so  hard 
to   recommend? 

May  our  future   fenerations  who  will    look   back  at  our  vn'aMnt- 
opportunities    remember  your  names. 

Tours  disappointed, 

■  •'■  -H  v  '•'..•-'.■.../ 

Elliott  Bernshaw 


Copies  toi   Nevada  State  Bl  M  Direotor  Spang, 
B1M  Director  nurford. 
Interior  Secretary  Clark, 
Congressmen  M.   Udell    and  Bleberllng. 
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Response  to  1. utter  Vi 

L.   Wlille  resource  confiicts  are  generally  light  with  these  WSAs,  they  are  not 
conflict  free.   See,  Cor  example,  the  utility  corridor  issue  relative  to 
the  Delaraar  Mountains  WSA. 

2.  The  EIS  has  been  rewr  i  tten  and  manageabl  1  ity  was  removed  as  a  c  rite r ion 
insofar  as  making  suitability  recommend  it  Ions  ts  concerned.   Manageability 
will  be  considered  in  the  Wilderness  Study  Report. 

3.  Your  proposed  adjustment  was  given  consideration.   We  hive  not  made  tin 
adjustment  because  present  BLM  poLLcy  discourages  adding  are.JS  outside  of 
WSAs  during  the  final  study  phase.    til  addition,  pre  L  Imlniry  indications 
were  that  a  conflict  with  an  area  of  higher  mineral  potential  may  be 
created  on  the  northwestern  side.   Congress  will  make  the  final  decision 
to  accept  or  modify  the  recommendations  of  the  Executive  Branch  relative 
to  the  Clover  Mountains  WSA..   These  additions  can  be  considered  during 
ensuing  planning  cycles. 

'*.      As  stated  In  the  analysis,  the  bajada  in  the  center  of  the  WSA  will  remain 
protected  unless  someone  develops  access  to  it.   Terrain  precludes  access 
to  Lt  except  for  very  limited  locations   where  it  nay  be  possible  to  cross 
bluffs  on  the  eastern  side  by  going  up  one  or  two  washes  which  have  cut 
through  the  bluffs. 

5,   Portions  of  the  major  bajada  in  the  Meadow  VBalley  range  WSA  are 

recommended  as  suitable.   Additionally,  the  new  Proposed  Action  for  the 
Mormon  Mountains  WSA  recommends  major  areas  of  complete  bajadas  as 
suitable  for  designation. 
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The  American  Film  institute 


Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  imAct 
Bureau  of  Lard  Kanagonent- 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  NV    S9106 

12/26/84 


Dear  Mr.  Maxwell, 


I  am  writing  to  content  on  the  recently  issued  draft  wilderness 
recairrendaticns  on  the  five  potential  wilderness  areas  in  the 
Caliente  Resource  Area  in  southeast£m  Nevada. 

( . 

I  oppose  the  "preferred  alternatives*.     A  larger  area  trust  be  pre- 
served.    There  is  nothing  like  these  areas  that  is  currently 
protected.     Thus,   I  support  the  protections  reoonraaided  by  a 
broad-based  coalition  of  conservationists: 

Mormon  Mountains  -  123,132  acres. 
Meadow  Valley  Range  -  166,500  acres. 
Clover  Maintains  -  88,000  i 
Dslarrar  Mountains  -  102,490  I 
South  Pahrock  Range  -  28,395 


Wilderness  designation  is  the  best  way  to  protect  the  flora,   fauna, 
and  recreational  values  of  these  lands.     They  should  be  available 
to  be  enjoyed  by  us  and  our  children's  children. 

Thank  you  for  your  attention. 


Sincerely,       ., 

Thomas  Bliss 
Sony  Video  Cerrbsr 


361  G-M-f.rt  Jr. 
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December  27,    198« 


Mr.    Kemp   Conn,    District   Manager 

Attn-:      Caliente  Wolderness   DEIS  Team  Leader  ' 

Bureau  of   Land  Management 

P.    0.    Box    26569 

Las  Vegas,  Nevada   89126 

Dear  Mr.  Conn: 

As  an  interested  citizen  in  conservation  of  natural  re- 
sources in  Nevada,  I  have  read  the  completed  analysis  of 
the  Sierrs  Club's  statement  of  the  Caliente  Draft  Environ- 
mental Impact  Statement.     I  wish  to  address  you  concerning 
the  five  proposed  Wilderness  Areas  and  their  impact  on  future 
generations. 

It  has  been  my  pleasure  to  hike  and  backpack  into  most  of 
the  areas  under  consideration.   The  Mormon  Mountains,  with 
their  carved  slopes,  are  alive  with  flowers  in  the  Bpring. 
The  remnant  ponderoBa  pine  "grove"  is  spectacular  against 
the  peaks.   Canyons  and  caverns  carve  the  rugged  terrain 
where  desert  Bighorn  sheep  dwell.   It  is  a  most  crucial  area 
because  of  its  unique  geologic  and  wildlife  features.   It  is 
also  crucial  because  of  its  exclusion,  for  the  most  part,  in 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management's  proposal.   If  the  prime  peak 
and  adjacent  canyon  areas  are  penetrated  by  roadways  which  are 
inviting  ro  Off  Road  Vehicular  travel,  (one  such  road  already 
existB)  then  motorized  access  to  a  fragile  land  would  be  un- 
restricted. 

The  South  Pahrock,  Clover  Mountains,  including  Fife 
Springs  and  adjacent  canyons.  Meadow  Valley  and  Delamar  Moun- 
tain Ranges  all  have  proposed  Wilderness  Accent  alternatives 
which  would  be  acceptable  to  the  Sierra  Club,  and  I  wish  to 
state  that  I  am  in  favor  of  these  proposals.   These  areas  con- 
tain special  and  unique  geological  and  botanical  features  that 
qould  be  irreplaceable  should  unrestricted  travel  and  use  be 
allowed  -.Wildlife  would  particularly  suffer.   As  it  now 
stands,  wildlife  can  succeed  without  much  intervention.   Min- 
eral resources  are  low  in  these  areas.   The  esthetic  features 
of  these  ranges  far  outweigh  the  economic  value. 

The  concern  for  wilderness  areas  is  a  statement  in  fa- 
vor of  preserving  outstanding  areas  for  posterity.   The  con- 
tribution of  natural  areas  can  never  have  a  price  tag,  for 
they  are  priceless.   A  part  of  our  natural  heritage,  each 
range  contains  at  least  one  unique  quality  that  sets  it  apart 
from  other  wild  areas  that  makes  preservation  necessary.   For 
this  reason,  these  "Islands  in  the  Sky"  should  remain  as  they 
are. 

Sincerely, 


1 


Anita  A.    Bowen.^rfnthropologiBt 


■rrrntiufeaa 
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371-  I  Barker  Clrela 
••■t  Cbiitn,  M  19380 
January  2,  198; 


frank  HunU 

NUmtH  Tni  lute  ''.'. •-•' 

Buneu  of  Luvd  Hanaieaeat 

f.O.  »«16j69  '■  I '••••• 

u»  »•«»»,  «y  89106        .■-.-:,.,;■;  ■■'"■■ 

Dear  to.  HaneUi 

I  u  arltiaf  t»  laf on  y«  tf  a?  eeeoen  thai  adequate  aeara««  ef  lead  bt 
•et  uldt  u  alldeneee  U  the  Calleate  leeeune  Ana.  Living  u  the  Baat.  om 
•eee  encnhan  ho»  aature  Is  aubdued  fcy  au.  nUnm,  la  Lite  ajrl&d  forma, 
■uet  b>  art  aalda  f or  uo  aad  future  naentleu  ef  Aaerleeaa.  iTISjUparaUT. 
that  aaloo.  rtldanna  la  pneanei  for  lie  on  latrUal.  M0I04I0U.  enhaaolojloel. 
nenetioael.  aad  eeathotl.  naaom.  Tbara  1.  aothln*-  Ilka  th.  fin  .»„  propel 
for  vlldaraeea  atudj  uadar  exlottivf  aUdeneee  proteetloa. 

The  Nana.  Hofatalae  ana  ehould  laolud.  itt.ltt  aerea  .Mob  aould.  p,,^ 
t*»  xoapUoaU  am  antea,  prehletarlo  ladlaa  el tea.  a  (rove  af  nlle  rooderoea 
H»e,  provide  erueUl  habitat  for  laaart  tenolee,  o.ueil,  aula  deer,  aad  daaart 
W**o»  eheepi  aad  elialaaU  potoatlal  aaaenaeat  prableaa. 

The  Haede.  Taller  Bang,  im  aheaU  Isolate  166.  WO  eon,  te  laslad.  tba 
U>dai  «hleh  adda  coofraphle  aad  ooelofleal  41«raltr  to  the  ana.  lb*  rasa 
ana  la  alee  Mghsra  ahaap  habitat. 

tha  Clover  Reuatalae  ana  nrarldaa  aa  epportaaltr  to  protect  aa  antin 
daaart  mtenhed  07  laoladlba  all  of  Cottoaaood'Oaana'a  matanhad.    Thla  noli     \ 
regain  88.000  mm. 

The  Seleaar  Montalaa  ana  ahoula  noetve  idUenoee  deolcaatloa  aa  wll. 
Thl,  pUtou  1.  aal.  deer  ud  blchan  oheop  habitat  aad  102.fr90  m,  rt,,^  te 
aat  aalda  to  protaet  It. ,       '        ,  ' 
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Tha  ruffed  South  Pathroek  Range  area  provldoa  uaooaaoa  eelltude  la  a 
unique  eattlng.    A  nlle  etand  of  dearf  unite  fir  and  uneeaaonlv  largo  piojoa 
pinaa  futber  add  to  thla  araa'a  vlldorneee  valuee.    CUXU  tfflU  oeuld  be 
required  to  protaet  thla  ana. 

Onea  aiala,  I  uould  Ilka  to  eaphaalae    that  tha  beat  «a/  te  areteet  the 
anlqae  pnpertlee  ef  theee  araaa  la  though  elldernaai  dealgutloa.  ' 

Uaoanlr, 
Han.  4.  Briar 
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ft> 


12  January  1913 
700  Walnut  otraat 
VLarton  IX  77488 


»»ao*  Daxvall,  Ulldaroaaa  Laadar 
luraaa  of  Land  Manaiaaaat 
P.O.  lea  2(369 

Lao  Vagaa  t»  89106       ■  ►  .' 


SLh  flld 


Baatlasaai  '  .■ 

I  aa  vcltlai  ta  orgs  taa  laelualoa  of  aaaolfla  lC«(.: 

t  aa  of  taa  onialoa  that  vlldoraaaa  daaignatloa  la  taa 
baat  way  ta  protect  tba  aatatal  valuaa,  ulldllf.  habitat  aad 
racreatloaal  onpertuoltlaa  of  theaa  laasa  ao  they  aey  aa 
eajoyad  by  all  of  aa,  aad  tboae  ta  follow  ao. 

theaa  ata  tha  acreoiee-  for  vhlcb  X  urge  leelualeai 

Moraoa  Houatelae  123,132  acree 

Heado»  v.lla,  raega  US,  500 

'■'..".   Cloeer  aoaatalaa  81,000 

Oalaaar  aouatalaa  102,490 

South  Fahrack  Aaaao  21,39  5 

Cordially, 

XttfU 


igua^>ot>a  • 


...lJ 


*+<*i*j    <*Hm  //  .  «/  ^u^ujtJL^kAuJ*^.  ox/      '} 


ZaVaoaaVaV  Jdult% 


»Z/<_  oit>Jtl   faJ*+-*A  ^S...y<_  -*U*^«. 


gjJL   j£tt+-    OSU**.   *>-*— ^o~^>    ^*  " V 
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£»      #M/tAA4^^^Atfj 


V*JjLjrfL 


—7   ^i^tpJ.t^A    y^rJ^  ^Z^. 


1 ■:  ,'„  .  '•• 


^^^9*^6^ 
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£?^  tSj^  tAJL/.    25/06, 


•£":'■ 


\ 


sCi 


2     y7      "  ■•'■  ^c/ey&^J'^ 
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M,,n 


News  from  :     i. 

[}.:':P.  Kay  Cart'fl, 
■    in  Nevada 


h^y^M-  ■$>* 


■&?&*  ■ 


Prank  ttaxwell  >  r      >  '■ 

iBldemaii  TUB  Leader  '.. :      " 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.O.  Box  26569  "-  ■"•.•'-'"  •7*-> 

Laa  Vegaa.  BV  69106  ',  rJ.     .;  -      iC*»;  ■     '/,  :- 

Dear  Sir,  *    'j-~;'-  "<  "o!> 

I  ohooaa  to  sattla  in  Bevada.   Die  aaln 
reaaon  waa  and  etill  iai  aparaa  population  and  ... 
lota  of  beautifull  areas  to  explore  around 
the  populated  area*. 

I  u  In  support  of  preserving  as  such  of 
Nevada's  beauty  aa  possible  under  the  wlderneaa 
designation  particulary  Horaon  Ntns., 
Mt.  Charleston  and  Lee  Canyon.  Red  Rook  Canyon 
area.  Maadon  Vfilley  Range,  Delasar  Ktns.. 
Clover  Ntns. ,  and  the  South  Pahrook  Range.  . 

Shank  you  for  your  consideration. 


^v 


P.  Kay  Carl 


iVS«i'.l 


■  '•'-'.-■  ■"■:''■■>..  -'■'■.'I'M  ■' ■'»'■'-■  '<?■■-   >b:'v-  --J  ■  ■'■  :^-         '■■  ■'  » ;';-'"''  ■'■ 

'$UyJ]  )riU>^" '■■"■'•)  '■>  s^lSil 

^f^rJ^Q  r,^-^  ^-^^  } Iff  ;":V 
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ly-tJAAb?. 


**-*& 


■^^SsfSS" 


■••'.- -,v 


Ca4.1i~ju*  lu  .U4»^tw  Be  it  -*...,    ■*,  -  1«twjv 
J) 


; ;wM«'w. -^-n.  i^ is;  •■^^-^..'.j?.;.4,. 

-MW4^  »At.-M  ^«v*w  «OJb<Afc^fcL  ,>  f<«Mt  'TJ.U. 


>i«fi 


j<***-^ 


*3  *  CA4... X  «<1<tJ'  ^C 


^  iXL  TIT, V v5  K-^~  >U^  iuU^iCf^i 


»     -  .-■-*•   :  '.71  '-■  :•-!■    ■  H'  ■'   i- 


COMMENT  LETTER   48 


'•JUJ&p, 


•■y'~  ;,-!,   ..#  «jht    turned    -<^c-    ■■*'- J-"*-       *iij^r11  'i*  <  ii  j_    ,    i 

•...;*:  ;' ..' ••?jr^V  ':'  ,    «■.«««.■*■«»■»*.&,  -el*.  «^» .U*M  -WA^yi-^  ,f  i ..  h  ■  «<■<,_, 
«m*^i'  -c*   ftuMwJfc  «->> .< ""tow  -ywo*  ■»  <"Thi ..'! 

"-'';«(■  ■%•''..''•■*;'..*■"***"     ^AI-«*    VM-«*W    fl******1  *****  **r»    «♦*«■*»*  *— -C 


•^    ,v-« 


:'«■"*;- i  • 


I  ox.  ifqo 


*■'  -I  -   f  *   I 
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'\,f    ■Xrwi»>  -IXU'  «kw«£ -*fi/i 


-  Vv%=  ^-..- -.      '  "'' 


;■    I  I      *  *    '  llhl   I       ,1  ||  |  HSCi    f 
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<"    i    n  i   (i  n  i   r 


JtmiRiy    J,     |*)H'. 


•>»|.    ruiin,     Olftlilii     Mftiuidtii 

Mtiti    Callrnir    WlldnrncAa    Or.lh    leader 

Hm  rau    of     l.*ml    Management 

P.    O.     Hon    ?6S6<i 

Lai  Vegaa,  NV  89126 

Dear  Mr.  Conn: 

I  hope  it's  not  too  late  to  write.   It  was  hard  enouqh  to 
get  letters  out  with  all  my  Christmas  cards.   It's  taken  me  until 
today  to  get  around  to  Bending  a  letter  regarding  wilderness. 

I  am,  of  course,  writing  to  express  an  opinion  regarding  the 
wilderness  recommendations  for  the  Caliente  Resource  Area 
Lincoln  County  certainly  contains  a  lot  of  prime  wilderness 
areas,  and  I  am  afraid  that  the  BLM  has  not  recommended  enough  of 
them  for  such  designation. 

First,  let  me  congratulate  you  on  the  innovative  method  you 
used  to  consider  impacts  on  minerals  and  energy  commodities    I 
have  urged  you  in  the  past  to  consider  the  importance  and 
availability  in  other  areas  of  minerals,  rather  than  simply  their 
presence  in  a  proposed  wilderness  area.   This  approach  is  fair  to 
the  miners,  as  well  as  giving  a  much  nore  accurate  picture  of  the 
potential  conflicts  with  wilderness  values.   Furthermore,  it 
would  be  grossly  unfair  to  exclude  an  area  based  on  speculative 

mineral  values.   Since  the  D.S.  Geological  Survey  will  do  a 

comprehensive  study  of  mineral  potential  only  on  areas  proposed 
as  wilderness,  it  would  be  better  to  metir~Sn   the  side  of 
wilderness  at  this  time  so  that  mineral  potential  could  be  fairly 
determined. 

Over  the  past  few  years,  there  has  been  an  increasing 
awareness  of  the  value  of  wilderness.   More  and  more  people  are 
coming  to  appreciate  and  enjoy  wilderness  areas.   As  the 
population  of  Las  Vegas  grows,  there  will  be  an  ever-increasing 
demand  for  quality  wilderness  experience,  as  a  counterpoise  to 
the  growing  urbanization  of  the  city.   Lincoln  County  is  near 
enough  to  realistically  offer  such  recreational  opportunities. 

Last  Spring  1  took  a  hike  in  the  South  Pahrock  Range.   I  was 
extremely  impressed  with  this  unique  area.   We  saw  two  deer,  as 
well  as  much  native  vegetation  that  had  not  been  harmed  by 
overgrazing  [as  is  the  case  in  much  of  Nevada).   The  maze  of 
rockfl,  as  well  as  the  expansive  trees,  presented  a  great  contraat 
to  my  usual  hiking  areas  in  Clark  County.   1  heartily  «ndome 


l-l  r-f.-i   I  r.l     All  f-i  tirtl    I  Vr      {JH.W,     «<    |rn|      ft, 
nthttm,      tlH'tr     Air     In.    N  I ')  ti  I  i  1 1  n  lit      Mill*]  «  I 
■  ijvalilLLfy    I'lul'Jrmi.     ,  n    thi*     WI.A. 


nf  I  l«  1  f  ami  (r 


A  month  oi  uti  a<|o  1  was  lurky  ttrmuffh  In  vl  a  1  1  the  Mmilow 
Valley  Hantjf .   It  wab  a  tU»J  t«|tll  t  u  1  weekend  and  qtvr  me  a  iei| 
•  pl'inclat  liWi  for  the  wl  1  tie- 1  lies*  Valuea  of  t  hr  Hang*.   Yom 
I't  fieri  *d  Al t rr nal lvr  desKmatfft  only  the  long,  narrow  ridge  an 
Ml  ldfi  nefcr.,  although  t  he  [>K  1  f,  admits  there  are  few  rrijouire 
conflict*  that  wnuid  result  with  addition  of  thr  broad  ha  tad*. 
Generally  baladeih  have  manageability  problem*  that  have  "Inicri!' 
you  to  omit  them  In  the  pastr  this  is,  therefore,  a  rarv 
opportunity  to  include  a  unique  land  form  in  wlldernei*.   The 
opportunity  for  solitude  is  enhanced  by  the  restricted  access  due 
to  the  steep  eastern  embankment.   Choosing  the  Wilderness  Accent 
Alternative  (166,500  acres)  for  this  area  would  more  than  double 
the  width  of  this  wilderness  area,  thus  producing  a  far  more 
favorable  configuration. 

I  have  not  yet  had  the  opportunity  to  visit  theDelamar 
Mountains,  but  I  have  heard  stories  and  seen  photographs  of  this 
unique  area.   Here  again,  your  main  criterion  for  exclusion  from 
wilderness  status  is  that  there  would  be  little  vegetative  or 
topographic  screening  on  the  plateau — thus,  little  chance  for 
solitude.   And  I  reiterate  my  continued  argument:   that  much  of 
the  feeling  of  solitude  one  receives  in  the  desert  is  due  to  the 
ability  to  see  vast  distances  and  know  that  there  are  no  other 
people  around.   Due  to  the  large  size  of  the  Delamars  and  the 
difficulty  of  access,  it  ic  very  likely  that  visitation  will  be 
low  and  solitude  plentiful.   The  Wilderness  Accent  Alternative 
(102,490  acres)  would  resolve  manageability  problems  and  prevent 
conflicts  with  the  existing  road  and  pipeline.   This  area 
presents  few  mineral  conflicts  and  offers  excellent  habitat  for 
deer ,  bighorn  sheep ,  desert  tortoises,  and  many  raptors. 

Your  Preferred  Alternative  on  the  Clover  Mountains 
recognizes  the  extraordinary  wilderness  qualities  of  this  area. 
The  stream  baBin  of  Cottonwood  Creek  makes  this  area  quite  unique 
in  proposed  wilderness  areas  in  Southern  Nevada.   Although  your 
Preferred  Alternative  protects  most  of  the  WSA,  I  feel  a  better 
proposal  is  an  enlargement  of  the  Wilderness  Accent  Alternative 
boundaries  near  Fife  Spring  in  the  north,  with  a  proposed 
wilderness  of  89,000  acres.   This  would  improve  manageability  by 
moving  the  boundary  to  a  ridge  at  the  edge  of  the  drainage  basin. 
It  would  also  totally  protect  the  entire  Cottonwood  Canyon 
drainage  basin.   Por  both  scientific  study  and  for  aesthetics,  it 
would  be  definitely  beneficial  to  have  an  entire  watershed  in  a 
designated  wilderness  area. 

I  have  saved  your  most  dismaying  decision  until  last — the 
Mormon  Mountains.   1  have' made  a  number  of  trips  into  this 
beautiful  and  impressive  area.   Moapa  Peak  dominates  the  view  for 
miles  around.   The  DEIS  states  that  the  devices  intended  to 
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1  ini'i  live  1  tip  ImhH  al  fni  httihmn  and  Hum  1  m  i  i'*«p  1  h#  1 1  numl>p| 
could  lip  (All  lei]  oul   lit  wl  hlciiiPOB  (inly  At   ltM'lPnn«*d  fuel  Mini 
difficulty,   Yet,  the  purllpr  r.itvi  t  un  mpni  a  1  Analysis  stated  there 
would  be  no  significant  conflict  between  t  h»  proposed  projects 
and  wlldrmeae.   Further  port,  it  Is  important  to  realize  tha>t 
without  wilderness  protection,  blqhorn  preservation  is 
threatened.   The  line  roads  or  viyi  that  would  lervic*  the 
watering  devices  would  alao  allow  icreii  to  hunters,  OBVera,  ,and 
othera  who  would  have  a  negative  impact  on  the  wildlife.   The 
DEIS  furthermore  recognizes  that  there  are  numerous  Indian  sites 
in  this  area.   Again,  without  wilderness  designation,  it  Is 
likely  that  this  cultural  resource  will  be  aeverely  negatively 
impacted  by  increased  visitation.   The  over  2000  known 
archeologlcal  altei  warrant  both  wilderness  and  ACLC  status, 
with  Its  beauty,  aentinel  peak,  superb  wildlife  habitat,  remnant 
ponder  on  pines,  11  me stone  caves,  prehistoric  sites,  etc.,  this 
is  an  area  truly  deserving  wilderness  protection — and  definitely 
given  short  shrift  in  your  Preferred  Alternative.   1  strongly 
urge  you  to  reconsider  and  make  the  Wilderness  Accent  Alternative 
(123,132  acres)  be  the  Preferred  Alternative. 

In  closing,  1  would  like  to  express  one  feeling  I've  gotten 
during  this  wilderness  evaluation  proressi   an  uneasy  feeling 
that  the  HLM  Is  prejudiced  against  wilderness  protection  in  this 
area.   At  first  qlanco,  things  seemed  pretty  good--two  entire 
areas  almost  wholly  designated  as  wilderness.   Hut  when  you 
looked  specifically,  these  two  areas--and  the  other  areas 
designated  for  w 1 1 der nesa--f or med  only  a  small  percentage  of  the 
entire  area  studied.   Thane  areaa  have  outstanding  wilderness 
chat  act ei 1st les  and,  amailnqly,  estremely  few  resource  conflict  a 
that  would  argue  against  wl Idernena  designation.   Please  review 
your  recommendations  in  the  llqht  of  the  above  comments,  snd  I 
hope  to  see  a  quite  different  view  in  the  Pinal  E1S. 


Sincerely, 

Cherl  Clnkoske 
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4  J. ,  r. . 


295B  Berkshire 

Cleveland  Heights,  OH  441 1 8 

November  12,  1984 


Mr.  Kemp  Conn 

Las  Vegas  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
4765  Hest  Vegas  Drive 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89126 

Dear  Mr.  Conn: 

Enclosed  please  find  a  copy  of  the  statements  that  I  would  have  liked  to 
Orient  l"„   "rT  f   „th<?  Pub'iC  Hearin"s  he,d  »"  »°^r   "».  '984  on  the 
to  Ittend  u     ti  °UrCe  Arei  "SAS-  ""frtunately  1  will  not  be  able 

l,,tll   t\     Z       y°"  °r  J">u,\  representative  please  read  the  enclosed 
nv  e     V  °.Se  assembled  («  tal<"  about  4  minutes  to  read  aloud)   and  in 
any  event  make  ft  a  part  of  the  official  record  for  the  hearings.  Would  you 

^  ?neyourkdi?tHc;nf0rmed  "  "*  "^   "Mt""s  '   ««elo,»I„ts  conceding 

Sincerely, 


? 


O^Lf-3  tSs£4&-* 


Paul  C.  Clifford 


COMMENT  LETTER    5  1 


COMMENT  LETTER   51 


2955  Berkshire 

Cleveland  Heights,  OH  4411a 


November  12,  1984 


Mr.  Kemp  Conn 

Las  Vegas  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
4765  West  Vegas  Drive 
Las  Vegas  Nevada  89126 

(COMMENTS  TO  BE  READ  AT  PUBLIC  HEARING  ON  CALIENTE  WILDERNESS  AREAS,  NOV.  14, 
1984) 

Dear  Sir: 

The  BLM  should  be  commended  for  their  efforts  in  defining  Wilderness 
Study  Areas  in  the  Ca) iente  Resource  Area.  All  five  of  the  areas  selected 
indeed  have  considerable  merit.  By  judicious  selection,  genuine  conflicts 
have  been  reduced  to  an   absolute  minimum.   There  are  no  private  inholdings. 
There  has  been  no  history  of  metal  mining.   No  utility  corridors  are  directly 
competing  for  space  with  any  of  the  five  WSAs.  Therefore  it  would  seem  that 
all  five  areas  (having  none  of  the  traditional  conflicts)  would  be  PREFERRED 
as  wilderness.   Not  so!   There  is  still  the  overwhelming  matter  of 
manageability. 

The  BLM  is  justly  concerned  with  management  of  the  areas.  They  wish 
to  be  good  stewards  of  their  own  budget,  and  themselves  apparently  give  a  very 
low  priority  to  wilderness,  perhaps  because,  to  BLM,  it  only  represents 
further  responsibility  but  not  increased  income  in  the  short  term.  Under 
these  circumstances  BLM  manageability  becomes  area  self-manageability.  By 
this  I  mean  if  anything  less  agile  than  a  crawler  tractor  can  get  into  the 
area  with  some  effort,  the  area  is  not  manageable  in  the  long  term  as 
wilderness,  according  to  BLM.   I  beg  to  differ.  The  wilderness  Act  and  FLPMA 


never  envisioned  absolute  exclusion  of  mechanized  equipment.  It  is  only 
necessary  to  strongly  limit  its  intrusion.  An  occasional  ORV  trespasser  does 
not  forever  sully  the  entire  area  as  wilderness.  All  that  should  be  required 
are  definable  boundaries,  such  as  the  WSA  boundary  roads,  and  adequate  posting 
at  logical  entry  points,  such  as  access  roads,  ways,  and  major  washes.  Repeat 
vehicle  trespass  offenders  should  be  vigorously  prosecuted.  In  my  opinion 
there  are  no  major  manageability  problems  in  any  of  the  WSAs.   In  fact, 
manageability  of  the  Clover  Mtns  Area  can  be  improved  by  adopting  the 
wilderness  accent  alternative  and  defining  the  boundary  of  the  area  as  the 
ridgeline,  which  is  easily  found  on  6he  ground. 

The  current  level  of  management  (and  presumably  the  intended  future 
level)  appears  to  be  inadequate.  This  summer,  during  July,  I  was  in  the 
Cal iente  Resource  Area  specifically  to  see  the  environs  of  these  WSAs  and  for 
some  other  personal  reasons.  I  asked  8LM  Resource  Area  personnel  repeatedly 
if  there  were  any  parts  of  the  Resource  Area  where  I  should  not  take  my  van  or 
trail  bike,  on  or  off  existing  roads.  The  answer  was  no,  none  of  the  Resource 
Area  was  closed  to  vehicular  traffic.   I  was  surprised  since  I  knew  of  these 
five  WSAs.  I  put  the  question  again  --  specifically  referring  to  the  WSAs. 
The  answer  was  even  more  emphatically  the  same!  There  is  apparently  no 
Interim  Management  Plan  relating  to  casual  vehicular  use  in  WSAs  in  the 
Caliente  Resource  Area.   FLPMA  specifically  requires  BLM  to  institute  IMPs  to 
preserve  such  wilderness  characteristics  as  currently  exist  until  Congress 
decides  the  disposition  of  the  WSA.  The  BLM  apparently  feels  that  with 
respect  to  the  IMP,  casual  vehicular  use  is  not  a  management  problem  and  will 
not  degrade  these  five  WSAs  for  the  indefinite  future.   Vet  it  is  precisely 
this  manageability  problem  which  is  cited  for  the  entire  rejection  of  the 
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DeW  Mtns  WSA  and  severe  reductions  in  the  Meadow  Valley  Range  and  Morrcon 
Htns  areas.   It  cannot  cut  both  ways!   Either  it  is  important  and  the  current 
IMP  should  reflect  this,  or  it  is  not  important  and  the  BLM  should  drop  its 
manageability  complaints  agianst  these  three  areas. 

My  recommendation  at  this  hearing  is  that  the  entirety  of  all  five 
areas:  South  Pahroc,  Clover  Mtns,  Meadow  Valley  Range,  Mormon  Mtns,  and 
Delamar  Mtns,  be  recommended  as  suitable  for  Wilderness  status  including  the 
additional  acreage  proposed  In  the  Clover  Mtns  Wilderness  Accent  Alternative. 
Thank  you. 

Sincerely  yours,        _ 
Paul  C.  Clifford 


RESPONSE  LETTER  51 


Response  to  Letter  51 

1.  Manageability  aa  a  discriminator ,  lias  been  removed  from  discussion  In  the 
EIS  because  it  Is  not  an  environmental  Issue.   Manageability  will  be 
considered  in  the  Wilderness  Study  Report. 

2.  Current  BLM  policy  regarding  ORV  use  states  "  they  may  only  be  used  on 
existing  ways  and  trails  and  within  'open'  areas  that  were  designated 
prior  to  the  passage  of  FLPMA  (October  21,  1976). . .Until  WSAs  are 
designated  aa  wilderness  or  released  from  study  status,  ORV  use  within 
each  WSA  Is  governed  by  the  terms  and  conditions  as  spelled  out. ..in  the 
land  use  planning  decisions...".   The  Callente  Resource  Area  Is  currently 
monitoring  the  five  WSAs  for  ORV  use  for  compliance  with  this  policy  and 
has  taken  corrective  actions  as  necessary. 
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December  26,  19M 


Mr.  Kemp  Cons 

District  Hanagor 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

4765  V.   V«|*a  Drive 

Laa  Vegas,  Nevada  69126 

Dear  Hr.  Count 

X  aubalt  the  following  for  lac 1 us ica  Is  the  afflclal  coaaaats  for 
the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  Preliminary  Vlldomaas  Reconsteod- 
atlona  for  tha  Callente  Resource  Araa,  Nevada  (INT  DCS  54-52)  concerning 
the  South  Fahroc  Range  (050-0132)  and  Clover  Mountain*  (050-0139)  Wilder- 
n«ea  Study  Areas. 

The  preferred  alternative  la  excellent  and  Justified  by  Che  facts  as 
presented  In  the  Wilderness  Technical  Report  and  Draft  E13  for  the  South 
Fahroc  Range.  The  minor  excluded  araa  does  not  appear  to  be  critical  to 
the  remaining  acreage. 

The  Wilderness  Accent  Alternative  should  be  adopted  for  the  Clover 
Mountalna  VSA.  The  definition  of  boundaries  and  the  ability  to  find  thes 
on  the  ground  are  critical  to  manageability,  especially  when  the  managers 
do  not  vant  to  expend  any  effort  on  management  of  the  area  aa  wilderness. 
The  rldgellne  Is  easily  defined  and  easily  found  on  the  ground.  Inclusion 
of  the  acreage  up  to  the  rldgellne  will  give  protection  to  the  entire 
watarahed  of  a  rare  flowing  atreaai  system.  The  added  area  appeara  to  be 
natural  and  contains  no  roads  or  waya.  The  claims  In  the  Pennsylvania 
District  overlapping  the  VSA  are  just  that  —  speculative  Interests  until 
such  tine  ae  a  valid  discovery  la  verified  by  independent  evaluation.  The 
odda  are  very  high  that  theae  claims  can  not  be  validated.  Therefore, 
thla  critical  acreage  should  not  be  excluded  at  this  time.  Otherwise, 
the  justification  for  the  preferred  alternative  is  excellent.  Thus,  the 
Wilderness  Accent  Alternative  should  be  adopted. 


Sincerely. 

r.ul  C.  Clifford 
2935  Karkihlr. 
Clovolond  Height. 
Ohio  4U1I 
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December  30,    198^ 


.-.*«*    -i  strict  Manager 
-»j    *f   LatV-   Manaeeraent 
-  V<*<*>.   Vetras   Drive 

.--Has.    Nevada   89126 

r.    Conn  i 

I  submit  the  following  for  inclusion  in  the  official  comments  on 
the  Caliente  Draft  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (INT  DE3 
Sk-V.)   concerning  the  Meadow  Vallev  Range  (NY-O5O-OI56)   and  Mormon  Mount- 
ains  (NV-050-0161). 

The  Freferred  alternatives  in  these  areas,    while  certainlv  better 
than  nothing,    are  inadequate.      The  two  HSAs  in  their  entiretv  reallv 
create  one  coherent  area  which  happens  to  have  a   railroad   gaine  up  a 
vallev  throueh  the  middle  of  the  combined  area.      The  existing  WSA  bound- 
arias   are  well   defined   and   easilv  found   on   the   ground.      (.»**  .tjha-*eeaia 

The  following  points  must  be  considered  in  the  final  recommendation  1 
I.      MEADCW  WILLS?  RANGE  WSA 

Under  alternatives,   page   3  (DEIS  2-3),    the  Preferred  alternative  excludes 
significant  areas  of'  the  Meadow  Vallev  WSA  because  of  CRV  manageabilitv 
problems  and  mineral  claims.      Four  areas  within  the  WSA  have  been  alleged 
to  have  management  problems,    namelv,    Bunker  Hills,    Central  Sajada,    Vigo 
Carrvcn,    and  Hackberrv  Canvon. 

A.      Bunker  Hills 

ELM  ALLEGATION   li      There  is  a  eherrvstem  road  to   a  Texaco  deep  test  drill 
site  (Wilderness  Technical  Report   (WTR),    page  23),   which  mav  indicate 
mineral  values. 

RESPONSE!      While  the  results   of  the  deep  test  are  not  officially     released, 
Texaco  has  not  claimed  that  there  are  economic   reserves  known  or  implied 
as  a  result  of  that  test.      It  is  quite  safe  to  assume,    under  the  circum- 
stances,   that  the  test  was  negative.      The   DEIS,    paees  **-25,    concludes 
correctlv  that   there  is   no    significant   enerfrv-mineral   impact   in   this  WSA. 

BLM  ALLEGATION  2i      The  statement  is  made  that  there  are  "several  ways", 
as   a  result  of  the  drill  site,    which  forbode  a    future  management  problem 
(DEIS  2-3). 

RESPONSE;    However,    the  WT3,    pa«e  20,    statesi    "The   charrrstem   road  and 
associated  wavs   into   the  drill  site  affect  onlv  the  area  adjacent  to  it 


Jr. 


b.c.u,a  of  topKraphie  screening"      And  further,    "The  influence  of  . . . 

Xtl'nM    W  V"  ^   °f   '    r*nCi,mt    ,lM   "»   ~*°™   to   cause 

"S  *i  '}J?°"°  ""?  d°  not  ^V9  a  lasting   effect  on  the  refining 

££.?;.   il        '    P<      ?'      ^   ('fR'    P-    19)'    "In   th»   Burtt<"-   Hill,   area 
S:  „.     "      .°  °T,  f^L "hi=l8  tra=ka  but  n°    "tablished  Kays  through 
the  area.        A,  noted  in  the  WTR.    p.   19:    '"The  Bunker  Hill,  are  law  angular 
"      •;•.=";"  3ti"'of  f«"  block,  characterised  bv  rugged  erosion 

to  out^ndil^JlH  °"  1TPaCtS  (DEIS'     ;P-    "-30'   rafo"  to  the  .^derate 

to  outstanding  wilderness  values  of  the  Bunker  Kills." 

ln\^iIIC«3'      Theraara     U°°  *««  <*  =l"i».3  (nature  unspecified) 

naVe\  rTIt^T°  T       H?  '"  °f  th°  WSA'   vl"»8  development  would 
nave  a   negative  impact  on  the  rest  of  the  WSA.    (WTR,    p.   23) 

RHFCNSS.      As   seen  on  the  map  (DEC,    end  of  Chanter  3),    these  acres  are 
«la«™ ^1^1°^  f0r  tha  H3A-      Furthermore,    ihey a"  giv  "  . 
about  thiT1       ?JL    i  Vhl=h  ™ean'  that  thara  ls  «>-"*  netting  known 
Jo  have  r;alidnLsc  v       lndtTi?ual  clai™   *»  «-««•  «til  it  i,  showT 
no   siJninLnt      f       ?         as3°clat=<l  Hith  it.      Given  that  there  has   been 
I!2l  ^"■0I?\,°r  """^  ",lnin*  in  tho  »"»■    this  is   rerv  unlikelv. 

The  claims    should  not  be  used  to   remove  acreage  from  the  WSA  at  this  t£Z. 

nSIrCHillf  1Uht  °f  ?"  mr=  OWn  ^tem.nts  given  above,    uhv  is  the 
53SS  Range  JSS   ^^  ^  the  Preferr.d  alternative  for  the  Meadow 

B.     The  Central  3ajada 

fo^r  exSdlTtM      B0^TOSC  raaS°n  l'  rtV="  in  t»«  Preferred  alternative 
for  excluding  this  major  portion  consisting  of  about   T(,000  acre,  of  (at 

ITTJJS  V: ;  hS  "llderna"  «*-  OEIS,    p.    *-«  and  elsewhere).      Presumably 
Se  m     I  %,      Ti3  "'J?*  °f  2H2™  «W  Intrusion.      For  instance 

access  to  th^  a0<=«=lbl°  to  vehicles.      Controlling  this  area,    once 

access  to  the  region  is  gained,  would  be  verv  difficult." 

RSFCNSE,      Nevertheless,    the  WTR  notes  immediately,    "However,    access  to  the 

region  from  Meadow  Vallev  Wash  I,  fairly  restrictive  «n,.J    r       m        „ 

and  the  associated  drainage  area."      IndleS     "T  f  Xe"     the  WSA     lo^*"70" 

Meadow  Vallev  Wash  i,  bluffy  and  not   easily  crossed"  ?DElT     I     xSS 

In  fact,    the  DEIS,    p.    W»,    states,    "Without  acce„  being^inst^rted 

the  large  Central  Bajada  would  net  receive  CRV  pressure  and  wo^Hh4' 

readily  manageable  a,  wilderness."      Again  the  DEIS      p     2    f  Xt.       -„,„ 

manageaoilitv  may  he  a  problem  on  the"  Central  Balada  in  ill  ",    °RV 

access    is  developed"   (emphasis  added).      The  tolution  here  i,  v»  Y  , 

do   not  develop  the  access.      The  area  is    sufficiently  iXsnit   17  f*^l~ 

that  "except   for  an  occasional  exnloration  trail    "  itl  ^  ' 

will    remain  undisturbed  and  thus  its  wilderness  value  will  ' ,      <'  /"' 

(DEIS,    p.  <u15)     ,,,„  vhat  ..  tt.  rlUonila  fo=  SX^Sl1^ 


COMMENT  LETTER   53 


4 


the  VSA7   ""he  statement  that  there  I3  a  "benefit"  to  keeping  the  Eajada 
QDsn  for  C?.V  use  is  hoewash  —  it  is  not  now  and  never  has  been  used  fop 
CSVs,  so  its  closure  does  not  represent  a  negative  impact. 

QUZSTIC?.i   In  lieht  of  the  BLM'  s  own  statement  given  above,  whv  is  the 
Central  2a>da  area  excluded  from  the  Preferred  alternative  for  the  Meadow 
Vallev  Range  WSA7  — 

C.   Vigo  Wash  drainage 

BLM  ALLOCATION  li  This  portion  consisting  of  about  20,000  acres  is  deter- 
mined to  be  unsuitable  because  "numerous  ORV  trails  crisscross  this  area, 
having  gained  access  through  Vigo  Canvon. "  (DEIS,  p.  U-15)  Wilderness 
values  are  alleged  to  bo  low. 

RESPONSE*   "Manageabilitv  seems  to  be  an  immediate  problem  onlv  where 
two  large  washes  at  Hackberrv  Canvon  and  Vigo  Wash  permit  access  up  the 
washes  themselves  but  not  out  of  the  wash."  (DEIS,  p.  2-7)   Since  Wildcat 
Wash  and  Farrier  Wash  have  had  organized  ORV  events  held  in  them  without 
degrading  the  wilderness  values  (WTR,  p.  19),  it  is  hard  to  see  how  casual 
use  could  so  degrade  the  Vigo  Wash.  "The  washes  alone  the  southern  bound- 
ary do  show  signs  of  seasonal  vehicular  use  when  fall  and  winter  rains 
have  not  washed  the  tracks  awav."  (WTR,  p.  19-20)   It  is  hard  to  believe 
that  it  does  not  also  rain  in  the  Vigo  Wash  drainage!   As  most  of  the 
wavs  are  confined  to  the  washes  (see  DEIS,  p.  2-7,  above),  damage  should 
be  ephemeral.   It  mav  also  be  possible  to  block  vehicular  access  at  Vigo 
Canvon  with  the  proper  placement  of  large  boulders. 

QUESTION i   Is  it  trulv  impossible  to  reasonably  control  access  to  the 
Vigo  Wash  drainage  in  Vigo  Canvon?   In  light  of  the  BLM' s  own  statement 
given  above,  whv  is  the  Vigo  Wash  area  excluded  from  the  Preferred  alter- 
native for  the  Meadow  Vallev  Range  WSA7  - 

D.   Hackberrr  Canvon 

BLM  ALLEGATION  1:  Lower  Hackberrv  Canvon  was  omitted  because  of  ORV  use, 
hunters  driving  to  Hackberrv  Soring,  and  a  cattle  handling  facilitv  there. 
(DEIS,  p.  2-3) 

RESFONSEt   "Manageabilitv  seems  to  be  an  immediate  problem  onlv  whern  two 
largo  washes  at  Hackberrv  Canvon  and  Vigo  Wash  permit  access  up  the  washes 
themselves  but  not  out  of  the  wash.  (DEIS,  p.  2-7,  emohasis  added)  The  wash 
is  therefore  a  wav  as  far  as  the  cattle  corral  at,  Hackberrv  Spring.  Since 
egress  from  the  wash  is  limited,  cherrvstem  the  wash  as  far  as  the  spring 
and  leave  the  rest  of  the  area  intact. 

QUESTION  1   In  lieht  of  the  BLM*  3  own  statement  above  and  the  utter  sim-' 
plicitv  of  the  solution,  whv  is  the  whole  area  associated  with  the  lower 
Hackberrv  Canvon  excluded  from  the  Preferred  alternative  for  the  Meadow 
Vallev  Range  WSA7 

COMMENT)   In  lieht  of  all  the  foreoing,  it  would  seem  that  the  minimum 
area  to  be  recommended  as  suitable  would  be  that  proposed  in  the  Wilder- 
ness Accent  alternative  and  cossiblv  the  entire  area,  as  in  the  All 
Wilderness  alternative.   Theri  are  no  significant  negative  Impacts  of 
any  kind  in  BLM* 3  own  analysis.   The  All  Wilderness  alternative  makes 
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the  bald  statement  that  "the  wilderness  lntegritv  of  th«  KM    -,„  h 

r^ti^vLoTT0"*''  <dps;  p-  *-2U)'  ^oS<Yth:r:  ;0lcv  .h%  «nad 

-V  uJif  ar"-      Agai"  the  n°"  f"<Hlar  passage  fr-m  DEIS     D     2-7, 

Kanaa.abilitv  ,.em,  to  be  an  ^mediate  problem  onlv  where  two  large  ™,he, 

but  net  oTo^rT  "t  ~lg!  WaSh  Panrclt  'C=°S3  D»  th°  "«•>«  thrive 
but  net  out  of  tha  wa,h."  As  te  addressing  future  problem,,  the  ■■firal" 
fcilderr.es,  Management  Policv  (WMP)   Is   to  be  Modeled  on 


as  conditions   charge  (BLM  WKP,    p.    30, 


a  regular  basis  oir 
Chapter  ■*,    Paragraph  ■»). 


„„      /i'''C°  =UI"r"nt  Problems  are  addressed,    and  BLM  has  the  whorewithall  to 
amend  procedure,  to  meet  future  problem,,    the  BLM  should  recolend  at  laast 
the  acreage  contained  in  the  Wildernes,  Accent  alternative  for  the  HeadS^ 
Vallav^ng,  WSA  a,  suitable  for  Inclusion  in  the  WUd«£,, "ftSrS 

7       I  «rwh.r,WSRV°L°.Tand^^i'rti0"<"i7)    °RV  ""-tition,  bain,  held  in 
where  ORV  use  i,  admitted  to  be  degrading  wilderness  values? 

EillsTrea    ^kTLT*"  iVT^"'  °T  Potm"»UT  -1-gradlng  the  Bunker 
Eff  for  tM,  «a        ♦  S  •   ™*  th°  T1"°  W"h  *""•   "hT  d°«    the 


9      Su^L^MA?  ''l?"'1  ^"^  ""»•«—"*  PI-  °*^  f°r  the  Meadow 
vallev  Range  WSA?      If  so.    please  send  me  a  copv. 

II.      KCRXCN   RAflCE  WSA 

ref^'To  thh^dlTrlPtl0n  °f  th°  *"<•*"*  alternative  araa  aooaars  to 
The  Stable  *ld"rne3f  *«™*  alternative,   which  would  make  mora   sense. 
TW.!  J     «ro.go  size  and  the  statement  of  equivalence   te  tha  Resource 

Development  alternative  seem  to  be  an  afterthought.    (DEIS.    pp.   2-3/°) 

rSuSIon  f  Ml?*air  "°  rilti0";'1'•  U  &™  anvwhor.  for  such  a  drastic 
reduction  in  suitable  acreage.      Therefore,    refuting  the  BLM',  orouosal 
is  somewhat  more  difficult.      I  can  onlv  proceed  u,ing  hvcothetfcal   re.  « 
on  the  part  of  BLM.    sine,  thev  disdain  to   speak  for  Selves' 

refove^loL^v  2      "f^1""3  '"  -*•  -*«i  th.  eastern  boundarv  to 
remove  closalv  scaced  cherrvstemmed  road,  and  ba  <ada  area,   „—„„»/ 
future  and  currant  ORV  manageabilitv  problem,."    tnZIS™.\l"« 

RESFOI.'SEi     When  the  wavs  described  in  WTR.    pD.   2  5/26     are  „i    ••»   j 
"an,    all  those  on  the  eastern  side  11,  between  the  »,  £     J*  /"  * 

"Mine"  and  the  wav  to  Horse  Soring.  Thev  are  said  to  hi  'h8,  "^tr.oro 
long.  The  proceed  boundarv  is  polled  bac/  to  6  wLs  ?  \l  •%. 
boundarv  in  the   Preferred  alternative,      ao   excl^atiV^        ,  ?*     SA 

acreage  reduction  on  tha   eastern  margin  north  of  'or  ,     '   J**"  f°r  ^ 
the  boundarv  back   this  far  for  wav,    this  abort  ul'J.1  f^  ""m      ^^ 
and  absurd.      Such  a  pullback   totallv  i™„  1L   'm         '  «~»rrantad 

J  aii  °f  *-he   extensive  crucial 
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quail  habitat,  £C3  of  the  crucial  bighorn  summer  range,  and  about  3500 
acres  of  crucial  tortoisa  habitat.   "Control  of  ORV  use  would  benefit 
desert  tortoise,  which  occupy  considerable  portions  of  the  southern  and 
southwestern  bajadas  of  this  WSA."  (WTR,  p.  29) 

BLM  ALLEGATION  Z\  "Cn  the  southwestern  bajada,  large  blocks  of  mining 
claims  and  gentla  terrain  create  probable  future  manageability  problems 
and  this  area  was  consequently  excluded."  (DEIS,  p.  2-4) 

RESPONSE)   First,  the  claims  are  blanket  lode  claims  covering  over  11000 
acres  of  the  WSA.   Each  lode  claim  in  the  "blanket"  must  have  a  valid 
discovery  in  order  to  be  a  valid  claim.   Elsewhere  such  blanket  lode 
claining  has  been  found  to  be  fraudulent  and  the  stakers  have  been  pro- 
secuted.  No  locatabla  minerals  are  known  to  exist  in  the  WSA  in  validatable 
amounts,   Dntil  such  validation  is  made,  the  claims  should  have  no  standing 
with  respect  to  reduction  of  acreage  from  the  WSA.   Second,  the  bajada 
area  is  at  best  5  stiles  wide.   The  Preferred  alternative  pushes  the  bound- 
ary back  an  additional  4  or  more  miles  into  extrenelv  rugged  territnrv 
without  ar.v  comnont  or  justification.   This  causes  additional  loss  of 
crucial  suimer  bighorn  rar.ee  and  several  thousand  additional  acres  of 
crucial  tortoise  habitat.   Such  a  reduction  is  totallv  unjustified  and 
unwarranted.       ,  ,  , . 


^o 


11 


BLM  ALLEGATION    3i      "An  area  to  the  north  of  the  preceding  bajada  discussed 
was   also    excluded  because  of  ORV  manageability  problems   in  the   future 
and  because  wilderness   values   are  low  there."    (DEIS,    p.    2-4) 

RESPONSE i      I  can  not  actually  tell  where  this  area  is,    but  I  will  assume 
it  ia   north   of  the  wav  to   Davies  Spring  and    south  of  the  cherrvstera  to  the 
former  versiiculita  area.      The  same  response  to  Allegation  Z   above  is   given 
here. 

QUESTION]  Why  do  the  WTR  and  DEIS  essentially  ignore  the  great  amount  of 
crucial  habitats  for  bighorn  (both  summer  and  year-long  ranees),  tortoise, 
and  quail, 

QUESTION t     Why  is  the  tern  "core"  used  with  three  different  meanings? 
First,    the  "co-«"   is  described  as  havine  about  36,000  acres   (52,000  acres 

recommended   as    not   suitable   and  23,960    recommended   as   suitable  DEIS, 

P-    '*— 17)..    Second,    the   DEIS,    p.    4-27,    speaks    of   a    "predominating   88,000 
acre   core"    while,    thirdly,    in   some   instances    the   "core"    contains   only 
23,960    acres,    a3    in   the   statement)    "The   core   portion  of   this   unit. is 
recorenanded  as   suitable."    (DEIS,    p.    2-3)      This  kind  of  sIodov  terminology 
is   used  throughout  the  WT3  and  DEIS  and  lead3    to  trreat  confusion. 
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PRESUMED  3LM  ALLEGATION  4i      Tile  remainder  of  the  non-suitable  areas  in   the 
Preferred  alternative  has  CRV  management  problems.      (No  other  explanation 
is   offered   except  management   problems. ) 

RESPONSE.      "The  western,    northwestern,    and  portions  of  the  northern  bajadas 
will  remain  largely  unscathed  because  their  incised  roueh  terrain  renders 
travel,    particularly  across   the  grain,    difficult."    (DEIS,    p.   <4-18l      "The 
northwest  and  western  bajadas  are  incised  enough  that  CSV  cross  country 
travel  Is   verv  difficult,    and  thus  this  area  is  manageable  as  wilderness 
over  the  long  term."    (DEIS,    p.    U-20) 

If  so,   what  is  the  rationale  for  removing  these  areas  from  the 


question 1 
wsa  ? 


QUESTION!     Whv  is  it  considered  a  beneficial  impact  to  protect  somewhat 
less   than  1/3  of  the  area's  ungulate  habitat,   without  anv  rationale  for 
the  removal  of  the  other  2/3,   when  "the  area  is   so  rugged  that  the  onlv 
L-kelv  Impact  of  non-designation  would  be  helicoDter  installed  communica- 
tions facilities  on  the  higher  peaks"    (DEIS,    D.   i-19)7     Whv  is  this  rugged 
terrain   removed7 

QUESTION.      Whv  is  the  Hoaoa    Peak  area  excluded  from  recommendation  when  the 
following  is  stated  bv  BLM  in  the  impact  analysis  for  no  designation  as 
wilderness,    "This  alternative  would  result  in  the  core  region  (presumably 
the  HB.000  acre  core)    and  Moapa  Peak  area  remaining  Intact  as  de  facto 
wilderness  because  of  the  combination  of  extremely  rough  terrain  and  lack 
of  anv  enticement  for  someone  to  construct  an  expensive  road."    (DEIS, 
p.    S-30)?     Absolutely  no    rationale  is  given  for  this  exclusion. 

QUESTION  1      Whv  is  "the  loss  of  moderate  and  outstanding  values  in  fairly 
extensive  portions  of  the  area  surrounding  the  central" core"   accepted 
without   justification  when  this  is  viewed  as  a  significant  adverse  impact? 
(DEIS,    p.   i4-30) 

QUESTION  1     Wlvr  Is  the  Wilderness  Accent  alternative  unacceptable  as  given 
in  the  Wilderness  Accent  Impact  section  titled  "Wilderness"    in  the  DEIS, 
p.    b-kai     This  alternative   seems  verv  sensible  and  should  be  the  Preferred 
alternative.      The  acreage  so  described   should  be  recommended  as   suitable. 
No   significant  negative  imoacts  are  identified  in   either  the  WTR  or  the 
DEIS.    (WTR,    p.    31) 

QUESTION  1  Why  is  there  no  ORV  restriction  In  the  IMP  for  the  eastern  and 
southwestern  bajada  areas  if  wilderness  values  are  endangered  .or  degraded 
in  these  areas? 


QUESTION.      Is   there  an  DIP  for  the  Mormon  Mountains  WSA? 
please  send  me  a  copy? 


If  so,    would  vou 
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BW.  awf  ?  "sponsible  answers  to   the  question,  pos9d|    >nd  ln  rtew  „, 

native  T/        7''    ??,"rS^"  d°flned  ln  tha  WHderne33  Accent  alter- 
native for  the  Meadow  Vallev  Range  and  the  Honnon  Mountains  WSAs  must  bi 
reco»o.nd.d  as  the  **!•.  acreage  suitable  for  wilder^,™     So  £££ 
cant  negative  Impacts  are    shown  for  either.      Management  as  wildernesT 

oenefTcTaffm"''/5   f6lHSlblS  ffr,b0th"    W  th°  BM  "»"■      ^  si^ficant 
beneficial   impacts  would  result  from   such  a  recommendation  for  designation. 

I  thank  tou  for  vour  consideration  of  these  comments. 


U&&& 


Paul  C.    Clifford 

2955  Barkahire 

Cleveland  Heights,    Ohio  WH1S 


Response  to  Letter  53 

1.  Manageability  as  a  discriminator  has  been  removed  from  discussion  ln  the 
EIS  because  It  Is  not  an  ennvlronraental  Issue.   Manageability  vill  be 
considered  ln  the  WILdernesa  Study  Report. 

2.  These  claims,  alone,  were  not  used  to  remove  this  portion  from  the  area 
recommended  as  suitable.   These  acres  are  somewhat  phyalographlcally 
separated  from  the  rest  of  the  WSA  and  exhibit  low  wilderness  values. 

3.  Through  this  plan  amendment  process,  the  manager  decided  that  management 
of  the  area's  resources  would  be  better  served  through  the  wider  variety 
of  options  available  through  non-wilderness  management. 


The  reference  to  "benefit"  has  been  re 


ved. 


5.  See  Response  3.   Approximately  twenty-five  to  thirty  percent  of  the 
central  bajada  Is  Included  within  the  area  recommended  as  suitable  in  the 
Proposed  Action. 

6.  The  terms  "Vigo  Hash"  or  "Vigo  Canyon  drainage"  are  intended  to  refer  to 
the  entire  northeastern  portion  of  the  WSA.   It  may  be  possible  to  block 
the  wash  (with  repairs  following  flood  events)  where  the  canyon  walls  are 
steep  and  enclose  the  stream  channel.   The  upland  portion  Is  not  incised, 
but  a  rolling  gently  sloping  plain.   Its  wilderness  values  are  not 
exceptional,  especially  when  compared  to  some  of  the  other  portions  of 
the  WSA.   It  was  felt  by  the  team  and  management,  that  wilderness 
designation  for  this  portion  would  not  substantially  Increase  the  quality 
of  the  portion  recommended  as  suitable  In  the  Proposed  Action. 

7.  No  ORV  events  have  been  authorized  within  the  WSAs  in  the  Callente 
Resource  Area. 

8.  ORV  use  is  not  currently  degrading  the  Bunker  Hills,  central  bajada  and 
Vigo  Wash  areas.   The  only  area  currently  evidencing  noticeable  use  is 
the  flatter,  upper  watershed  area  of  Vigo  Wash.   Here,  there  are  numerous 
ways  which  could  be  rehabilitated  if  they  could  be  effectively  closed. 

9.  Yes. 

10.  While  the  restrictive  status  of  wilderness  would  provide  more  certain 
habitat  protection,  other  means  also  exist  to  provide  protection, 
including  ACECs,  ORV  designations  and  mitigating  stipulations  ln  various 
authorizations.   Chapter  3  text  and  maps  Identify  the  presence  and  extent 
of  these  species'  habitat.   The  non-wilderness  development  scenarios  upon 
which  the  impact  analysis  is  based  show  no  specific  impact  to  any  of 
these  species.   It  is  recognized  that  activities  which  may  occur  in  these 
areas  if  not  designated  as  wilderness  could  affect  the  habitat  under  Borne 
circumstances . 

11.  These  references  to  "core"  have  been  written  more  precisely  in  the  FEIS . 


O 

! 
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He  have  reconsidered  the  recommendations  for  the  Mormon  Mountains  WSA  and 
have  recommended  the  Wilderness  Accent  alternative  as  the  Proposed 
Action.   As  to  "accepted  without  justification",  the  purpose  of  an  BIS  is 
to  anaLyze  and  Identify  the  environmental  effects  of  various 
alternatives,  but  not  to  provide  justification. 


They  are  not  presently  endangered  or  degraded. 
see  the  IMP  discussion  In  Response  6. 


There  Is  an  IMP. 


Also 
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Mr.  Kemp  Conn  December  31,  1984  _ 

District  Manager 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

4765  West  Vegas  Drive 

Los  Vegas,  Nevada  89126 

Dear  Mr.  Conn, 

ISeS^te^Y"  the  CaHente  °raft  Hn5«™»  ^"onmenta,  Impact 
wndernels'^IS^l^^'  ■»««»«  -*«  *»«**«  0  acres  as 
^Tsuhs^f^e^r^I5,^'^  ""««**'■  -  "  not  supported  by 

designation  those  area    r  which'i?  h  !  ll   t0/eco™end  f°r  wilderness 
resource  planning  process  Indnnhl  r  ,        ?""  detern1,nei).  through  the  multiple 
appropriate  altern  We  se  of' u   a  "a iHrf '  "^  wilderS5  ls  the  m05t 

Criterion  #1:  Evaluation  of  Wilderness  Values 
1.  Mandatory  Wilderness  Characteristics. 

wnd^e?fv?;e:^h^t^dZ^^thareCriter,a  °f  "»■«'"•  "«-^ 

degree  of  attractiveness   inlubstan     ,i         ?f*    '*  does  not  exhibit  a  high 
mitigate   the   effect  of  non^^attnl^de'rnes's   value^^S  VT^ 

soTd'euVsince'  TAX^?***?'    ^  — *yr,  characteristics   to 

irrelevant    if   the   valued     re  outstLZ       *  ?r°«ss-      ult™tely    it    is 

most  of   the  area  appear!  StaSi^^AJS  p  '?§?  "IS:   SSl*^'"-*^  WA- 

to   .11    types   of  primitive   recreational    opportu    i    ie   ''ho^ev  om .'     $    '**" 

precautipns  must  be  undertaken   to   assure  water    i<   >l*i)°.nil   ,'        ^ 
for  any  extended   time  periods.    The  o  ,   '       "     a       "'"V   t0  "'?* 

diversity  make    these   recreational   opportun'iti^s"   ,',   s       d        »'      r     J""™   H 
The  outstanding   values    as   determined   by  BLM   are   r,m    'LirrLJ,*!    .  ''      '2 

contained    in   the  compact  area  of  W    ^JVZSSE  ^luZZ'^ 


COMMENT  LETTER     54 


alternative  (DEIS  p.  4-33).  3)  In  order  to  find  the  area  "not  suitable"  a 
significant  adverse  impact  must  be  shown  to  some  other  criteria. 

-j!  Question:   What  is  the  sianificant  adverse  impact(s)  which  documents  the 
I  reason  for  excluding  all  of  this  USA  from  recommendation  as  wilderness? 

Question:  Why  ire   outside  influences  repeatedly  involked  when  they  are 
clearly  placed  outside  of  consideration  by  the  Federal  Court  California  RARE 
II  decision? 

Question:  Why  is  the  necessity  for  a  buffer  zone  implied  outside  of  the  USA 
when  this  is  clearly  forbidden  by  Wilderness  Management  Policy  which  states: 
■No  buffer  zones  will  be  created  around  wilderness  areas  to  protect  them  from 
the  influence  of  activities  on  adjacent  land"  (WMP  p.  13)1 

Component  ^2   Special  Features 

BLM  ALLEGATION  "The  followinq  supplemental  values,  occurring  within  the  WSA, 
add  to  the  wilderness  experience  within  the  WSA:  zoological,  geological, 
botanical,  and  cultural  features  "  (DEIS  p.  3-22). 


Response:  A  rather  bland  p 
"the  southern,  southwestern 
acres  of  tortoise  crucial  h 
Delamar  Wildlife  Habitat  Ha 
acres"  are  found  to  be  abou 
tortoise  habitat  found  in 
one  dozen  prehistoric  sites 
and  ceramic  scatters,  rock 
sites"  (WTR  p.  14).  All  of 
disturbance.  All  would  be 
wilderness.  15%  of  the  Res 
in  the  southern  and  southea 
Wildlife  Habitat  Hap  -end  o 
decision  calling  for  a  bigh 
3-23).  The  botanical  and  g 
3-22). 


aragraph  follows  the  above  in  the  DEIS.  In  fact, 
,  and  southeastern  bajadas  contain  several  thousand 
abitat"  (sic)  (WTR  p.  14).  When  evaluated  on  the 
p  (DEIS  end  of  chapter  3)  the  "several  thousand 
t  10,000  acres.  This  is  23X  of  the  crucial  desert 
he  entire  Resource  Area  (TTETS  p.  4-23).   (he  "over 

(DEIS  p.  3-22)  turn  out  to  "include  open  lithic 
shelters,  rock  art  (dictograph)  sites  and  milling 

these  types  of  site  are  extremely  sensitive  to 
significantly  benefited  by  designation  as 
ource  Area's  yearlong  bighorn  sheep  habitat  occurs 
stern  portions  of  the  WSA  (DEIS  p.  4-23  and  Delamar 
f  chapter  3).  There  is  a  Management  Framework  Plan 
orn  sheep  ^introduction  In  the  Delamars  (DEIS  p. 
eological  features  are  reasonably  covered  (DEIS  p. 


Question:  Why  are  the  crucial  tortoise  habitat,  bighorn  habitat 
reintroduction  plan,  and  cultural  resources  not  given  greater  consideration  in 
the  Preferred  alternative? 

Component  #3   Multiple  Resource  Benefits 

This  component  does  not  seem  to  be  specifically  addressed  in  the  OEIS. 

Response:   "The  general  benfits  to  other  multiple  resource  values  and  uses 
which  wilderness  designation  of  the  area  could  ensure  are  as  delineated  in  the 
Preface"  (WTR  p.  14).   Note:  They  are  in  fact  well  set  forth  on  WTR  p.  1/2 
"Important  wildlife  habitats  exist  within  this  WSA"  (see  Criteria  2  above). 
Designation  of  the  unit  would  benefit  these  species  (desert  tortoise,  bighorn 
Sheep,  deer)  by  prohibiting  ORV  use  and  by  maintenance  of  more  natural  habitat 
conditions.  (WTR  p.  14/15)  ' 
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Question:   Why  are  the  multiple  resource  benefits  not  given  any  real 
consideration  in  the  Preferred  alternative? 

Component  *4   Same  as  OEIS. 

Criterion  *Z:      Manaaeabil ity 

BLM  ALLEGATION  *I   "Two  management  problems  affectinq  the  unit  are  vehicle 
access  control  in  portions  and  the  paralleling  utility  corridor  externa!  to 
the  MSA's  western  boundary.  One  could  preclude  the  assurance  of  manageability 
in  accessible  areas  over  the  long  term  for  wilderness.   The  other  would  have  a 
depreciative  effect  on  the  southwestern  sections"  (WTR  p.  15/16). 

Response:  "At  present  motorized  access  is  not  a  problem  in  the  WSA"  (OEIS  p. 
3-21).   "There  are  no  private  lands  within  the  WSA"  (DEIS  p.  3-23}  which  might 
require  future  access.   "There  are  no  mining  claims  within  the  WSA"  (DEIS  p. 
3-22)  which  miqht  require  future  access  or  be  developed.   The  alleqed  conflict 
with  a  court  agreement  does  not  really  exist  because  the  development  of  a 
water-supply  near  the  Pony  Well  road  (DEIS  p.  3-22)  is  in  fact  a  previously 
existing  rfght  of  the  allotment  holder.   BLM  must  meet  the  court  order  while 
doing  the  least  practical  violence  to  the  wilderness  values.  This  would  be 
required  under  the  IMP  anyway  unless  development  is  delayed  on  the  chance  that 
Congress  might  act  to  release  the  WSA  from  further  consideration.   Other 
specific  potential  access  problems  will  be  discussed  below.  The  conflict  with 
an  expanded  utility  corridor  is  not  an  "acceis  manageability"  problem  and  will 
be  addressed  under  Quality  Standard  #2. 

BLM  ALLEGATION  #2  "On  the  north  adjoining  Delamar  Ory  Lake  ORVs  have  been  a 
problem  and  wilderness  values  are  not  outstanding"  (DEIS  p.  2-3).  "Flatter 
land  on  the  northern  end  of  the  WSA  is  transected  by  a  way  frequently  used  as 
a  cut  off  route.  Use  of  this  route  and  adjacent  land  would  be  difficult  to 
control  and  would  destroy  the  low  wilderness  values  there"  (DEIS  p.  3-22). 

Response:  This  is  a  legitimate  problem  and  the  boundary  of  the  recommended 
area  should  be  pulled  back  to  that  shown  by  the  Wilderness  Accent  alternative 
on  the  Delamar  Mountains  alternative  map  (OEIS  -  map  at  beginning  of  chapter 

BLM  ALLEGATION  #3  "On  the  south  side  the  terrain  is  a  bajada  cut  by  washes 
which  extend  as  canyons  into  the  mesa  like  country  of  the  WSA's  southern 
region.  Hunters  and  occasional  ORVers  use  this  ba.iada  and  the  washes  leading 
north.   Long  term  maintenance  of  wilderness  values  on  the  bajada  would  be 
difficult  due  to  the  outside  influences  (not  pertinent)  and  ease  of  access" 
(DEIS  p.  4-21). 

Response:   "Occasional  ORV  use,  probably  associated  with  hunting,  is  occurrinq 
in  8omber  Wash.   This  could  probably  be  controlled,  but  would  not  seriously 
jeopardize  wilderness  values  even  if  it  was  not.   This  is  due  to  the  fact  that 
only  the  active  wash  can  be  driven.   Due  to  precipitous  terrain  or  lack  of 
access  through  precipitous  terrain,  the  rest  of  the  suitable  area  can  be 
readily  managed  as  wilderness  for  the  lonq  term"  (OEIS  p.  4-33).   "Occasional 
use  of  the  canyons  is  confined  to  the  active  portion  of  the  wash  and  wouldn't 
be  a  major  problem"  (DEIS  p.  4-22).  "Along  the  southern  bajada  there  are 
occasional  vehicle  tracks  leading  cross  country  toward  the  interior  of  the 
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for \un er  lr.ll       th     "=",cular  access   taking  place   is   up  the  Bobber  Wash 

,"'  "e      ■        S   SfrPdCt     S   Very   H'ht   and  not   of    a   significant   nature" 

wilderness"^  I  '   „?       ^  southern  end.    the  ™«a   tops  have   low  to  moderate 
P     4-  Zl, f  „n       8  t^"nv°"s  ha»e  derate  to  outstanding  values"   (DEIS 

crucia     desert  \'  '!  "Ut  ern  biUdl   area   is   a  ^^  Potion  of  the 

habita         Thi,  si  °  ?""?'   and  muct'  of  tne  ^arlong  bighorn  sheep 

proolera'  "'^  far  outwei9hs  a  minor  vehicular    intrusion 


4    Question:      In   ng„t  of  the  response  above,   why   i 
|  from  all    alternatives  except  all   wilderness? 


s  the  southern   area  excluded 


e         S        f        ?  '  rSheS   and  Mst  °f  the  terrai"   '«   tta  south  and  east 
"5a1  d »     nS   ™ ?  »eJ'cu1f  travel.-   "Control    would  be  difficult"    (WTR   p       5). 
t  /      l?illV"rr  K  ^  south"ster"  *""  "stern  side  would  be  herd 

e  »     s  /  Ih*,'™5,1'™-     Short  «*«-»-,rt«  and  old  ways  are 

ETili    Att       and  «et">»l»t«i  area  hunters   and  trappers.     Use  of 
these  would   be   difficult    to   control"    (DEIS   p.    3-22). 

Resoonse:     The  above  contents   are  directed  at   two  very  different  terrains 
Access   along   the  east  side  (north  of  the  way  or  cutoff  to  SfTlow  Swim 'is 

res  rvo  rd   '?hf?  S°S*R  T"  and  the  Sh0r"  wav  ,eadi"<  '•  '•""  tK 
reservoir       The  terrain   limits  use  and  control   would   take  care  of  itself  (WTR 
P.    15).     The  southeastern  portion  on   the  ba.iada    is  mostly  affected  bv  the 

U    How's    rinn"    tS    """T    SPr1n9-    «"'    l*    °'d    "tQff    <°ld    County      0    d)       0 

Hi  low  Spring.  These  make  a  triangle  with  the  boundary  road.  The  area  within 
his  triangle  should  not  be  recommended  as  wilderness.  Much  of  the  rest  of 
the  bajada  area  would  have  essentially  the  same  response  as  BLM  allegation  #3 
M  Itiona  "d,nSr5^ifica,ly  the  crucial  desert  tortoise  habitat "eqat,0n  " 
Additionally   Current  use  patterns  are  low  due  to  the  distance  of  travel  fnr 

WTR  p  £ltl"£nr--|iit"'  eVi?en"  °f  SUCh  USe  ^sists  o"he  ground" 
ZLL<\       /:     *   ",lderr,e5s  values  may  be  lower,  the  impact  of 
nondesignation  on  this  area  of  crucial  desert  tortoise  habUat  ?s  extremely 

BLM  ALLEGATION  *5  "The  western  portion  of  the  HSA  consists  of  a  l,m„  h  ,   a 

terra'n^ffthe  Sif"  V   "JM""*  f°r  ""-'  "l^ta  S.  iA  ?  9%  ^ 

terrain  of  the  Delamar  Mountains  themselves.  While  not  currootlu  h=<„ 

'u"ecte<  Sr?J9nifl"?t  0RV  use'  the  terrai"  "  he""  she     u'sce  t  ble  tn 
such  use"  (DEIS  p.  2-7  .  "The  western  baiada  is  very  tulcLtlhl?  f»  nmT 
l^the  future  because  of  Its  terrain  and  proximity^  hlS"«»  (KuV* 

Response:   "On  the  western  baiada,  several   Uirl  ji^t  ^k.,. 

sf6  Some^f^  r  HSA"  ^  -'"-' "-^n'sto  saSla?   U ^ha^m, l7o  ° 
so   Some  of  the  larger  washes  do  show  a  single  track  or  two  of  rand,™  nlv 

JBlrf  Ita  SsAhH°t,n9  """"""I"  (DEIS  P-  3-20)   "Acce     o     e  °  t 
t      r«M,?   h    US!  SPPear  °  be  t0°  much  of   a  prob]™   at  the  Pr«ent 
however  rf™    ?  random  use  has  occurred  up  several  washes.  The  terrain, 
Thi^n"  f     ,ICVe    ►  k  t0  ready  acces5-  Maintaining  control  alona 
this  boundary  would  prove  to  be  a  challenge,  but  not  insurmountable  "  (WTR  p. 
15).   In  addition  since  this  is  a  US  route  hiahway  there  is  now  or  very  soon 
should  be  a  stock  control  fence  alonq  the  entire  lenqth  of  the  USA  adjacent  to 
the  highway.   Keep  the  access  gates  locked  or  leave  them  out  altogether  and 


what  little  access  problem  exists  will  be  largely  ended. 


.  leservoir  road  and  Gregorson  Basin 
e  the  known  routes.  Closing  the 


BLM  ALLEGATION  *6  "The  access  off  tne  Pony  R 

road  provides  ample  opportunity  to  leave  the  M. 

/uTjt,nq,r?ys  and  contro'1n9  this  random  travel  would  be  nearly  impossible" 

(WIR  p.  15] . 

Response:  There  Is  potential  for  a  problem  In  this  area.  However,  there  Is  a 
ready  solution  to  most  of  the  potential  problem.   In  no  sense  has  BLM  asked 
for  exoneration  from  the  public  to  maintain  wilderness  values.   Corny,  isn't 

«\hn.1  hSfh,0nvJy'     taUS  °f ,traCkS  and  "ays  dnd  9°in1  "0  uashes  with  ORVs 
as  though  the  OSVers  are  currently  doing  something  illegal  while  the  BLM  is 
spending  all  sorts  of  time  and  effort  chasing  them  over  the  hills.  This  is 

Tf  \l?tu^      ■  iu,''!,"i!  year  there  were  N0  vehicular  restrictions  in  any 

of  the  5  WSAs  in  the  Calfente  RA.  I  was  there"  I  specifically  asked.  You 

cannot  expect  cooperation  from  the  public  If  you  do  not  even  tell  them  what 

you  want  or  don't  want  them  to  do.  Try  it.   It  might  even  work. 

dual Ity  Standard  »I 

8LM  ALLEGATION  "Strategic  or  critical  mineral  materials  and  minerals  with  a 
greater  than  SOS  import  reliance  are  not  known'or  inferred  to  occur.  Using 
the  classification. ..and  rational  for  determinina  the  threshold  level  of 
significant  impact. .. .there  is  no  significant  impact  (with  designation  of  the 
entire  WSA  as  wilderness)"  (OEIS  p.  4-23). 

Response:   "No  mining  claims  exist  within  or  near  this  WSA.  No  known  historic 
mining  or  production  has  occured  (exceDt  sand  and  gravel  for  local  roads)" 
(WTR  p.  15).   I  concur  with  BLM. 

Quality  Standard  #2  Impacts  on  other  resources. 

BLM  ALLEGATION  "A  need  has  been  identified  (Intermountain  Power  Project  and 
White  Pine  Power  Project)  to  expand  the  existing  utility  corridor  bordering 
the  west  side  of  the  WSA.   This  corridor  serves  local  and  growing  western 
regional  needs.  The  withdrawn  area  and  topography  restrict  expansion 
opportunities  to  the  west  while  the  WSA  and  topography  are  similarly 
restrictive  on  the  east.   A  narrow  strip  of  suitable  topography  between  the 
mountains  and  the  highway  on  the  WSA's  west  side  would  be  included  in  this 
alternative  (all  wilderness)  and  this  would  have  a  significant  adverse  impact 
in  terms  of  use  of  this  corridor.  The  consequent  reduction  1n  utility  line 
p  acement  flexibll  ty  may  impact  other  resources  (e.g.  visual  resource)  by 
limiting  the  location  of  the  powerllne  itself.  Therefore,  this  alternative 
would  have  a  significant  adverse  Impact  to  the  lands  program,  but  is  limited 
to  the  western  bajada  area  of  the  HSA."  (OEIS  p.  4-23/24). 

DtllZlfL    I*"'5  'S  'J89^1'^'8  "*«■"■   The  western  boundary  of  the 
,  \l     IVi       ef  could  we"  be  run  a,on9  the  township  line  on  the  western  side 
of  the  HSA  as  In  the  Wilderness  Accent  alternative.  Note  tha  thi   on  1  ct 
only  Involves  the  western  bajada  area  of  the  WSA.  No  other  signif  can? 
adverse  impacts  were  noted  in  either  DEIS  or  WTR  should  designation  occur. 

Quality  Standard  *3  Impact  of  nondesignation  on  Wilderness  Values. 
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8LH  ALLEGATION   "This  alternative  (Preferred)  would  designate  0  acres  as 
wilderness.   (This)  will  cause  the  loss  of  moderate  to  outstanding  wilderness 
values  in  the  central  mountainous  Area,    the  highlands  of  the  southern  end, 
portions  of  the  core  and  in  the  northwestern  area".   "Impacts  would  be 
negative  and  significant"  (DEIS  p.  4-14). 

Resoonse:   I  heartily  concur.   Also  forqone  would  be  the  habitat  protection 
for  the  proposed  biqhorn  sheep  reintroduction  and  the  10,000  acres  or  so  of 
cruc  i  al  desert  tortoise  habitat.   If  configured  as  to  responses  above,  the 
recc.nnended  area  would  have  no  significant  adverse  impacts  as  a  result  of 
designation  but  would  avoid  the  significant  vegative  impacts  of  nondesignatlon 
listed  here  and  above. 

Quality  Standard  *4  Public  Comment. 

Same  as  UTR  p.  17/18.  Note  D  of  W  plea:  "This  area  has  been  described  as 
crucial  desert  tortoise  habitat  and  well  could  be  protected  under  wilderness 
management".   It  is  a  point  worthy  of  consideration  since  few  desert  tortoise 
use  areas  are  found  within  the  wilderness  system. 

Quality  Standard  #5  Local  Social  and  Economic  Effects. 


8LH  ALLEGATION  "Designation  or  nondesignation  would  have  little  social  or 
economic  effects"  (MTR  p.  18). 

Response:   I  concur. 

Quality  Standard  #6  Consistancy  with  other  plans. 

BLM  ALLEGATION  "There  are  possible  conflicts  with  the  aforementioned 
powerlfne  corridor  concept  as  proposed  by  various  power  and  energy  utilities" 
(WTR  p.  IS).  - 

Response:  As  reconfigured  for  recommendation  with  all  lands  excluded  lying 
west  of  the  township  line  (as  fn  the  Wilderness  Accent  alternative  )  this 
objection  Is  removed. 

Question:   Since  significant  adverse  impacts  occur  with  nondesignation  of  an' 
area  corresponding  to  a  modified  Wilderness  Accent  acreage  and  there  are  no 
significant  adverse  impacts  or  insurmountable  management  problems  with  this 
modified  area  if  designated  -  why  Is  this  acreage  not  recommended  as  suitable 
for  inclusion  Jn  the  Wilderness  Preservation  System?  Given  essentially  the 
same  excluded  areas  the  OEIS  states  In  the  All  Wilderness  alternative  (less 
exclusions  essentially  as  per  the  Wilderness  Accent  alternative)  "The 
remainder  of  the  WSA  (I.e.  Wilderness  Accent  acreage}  could  be  managed  as 
wilderness  for  the  long  term"  (DEIS  p.  4-22). 

Question:  Why  was  the  Wilderness  Accent  alternative  as  proposed  In  the  DEIS 
not  the  Preferred  alternative? 

Summary:   I  would  strongly  recommend  the  designation  of  the  entire  Delamar  WSA 
less  the  following  areas:  1)  the  acreaqe  north  of  the  jeep  trail  an«d  cut  off 
at  the  extreme  northern  end  of  the  WSA;  2)  the  trianqular  area  between  the 
road  to  Willow  Spring,  the  old  county  road,  and  the  boundary  road;  3)  all  the 


lands  west  of  the  north-south  township  line  situated  0  to  2  miles  inside  the 
western  margin  of  the  WSA. 

question:   If  ORV  damage  is  occurrinq  to  dearade  or  threaten  the  wilderness 
values  why  is  there  no  Vehicle  Control  Program  included  in  the  IMP?      _ 

7|  Question:   Is  there  a  formal  IMP  for  the  Delamar  Mountains  WSA?   If  not,  why 
'I  not?  If  there  is,  may  I  please  have  a  copy? 


4 


Thank  you  for  considering  these  comments 


Sincerely, 


Paul    C.    Clifford 

2955  Berkshire 

Cleveland  Heights,  Ohio  WIS 
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Response  to  Letter  54 

1.  The  major  conflict  with  this  WSA  la  the  need  for  a  utility  corridor  on 
lta  western  aide.   The  remainder  of  the  area  was  recommended  as 
notisuttable  because  the  manager,  through  this  plan  amendment  process, 
decided  that  management  of  the  area's  resources  would  be  better  served 
through  the  wider  variety  of  reaoucce  management  options  available  under 
non-wilderness  management . 

2.  The  EIS  has  been  completely  revised  and  addresses  your  comments.   In  the 
process,  references  to  outside  influences  and  to  buffers  have  been 
deleted. 

3.  While  the  greater  restrictions  and  Increased  patrol  activities  in 
designated  wilderness  would  provide  greater  protection  to  these 
resources,  other  means  are  available  to  accomplish  this,  If  necessary. 
These  include  ACEC's,  ORV  designations  and  mitigating  stipulations  in 
various  authorizations. 

4.  They  were  considered  in  the  Plan  Amendment  process,  but  none  of  the  other 
resource  values  are  so  critically  dependent  on  wilderness  designation 
that  they  can  be  protected  by  wilderness  designation  and  by  no  other 
means. 

5.  The  southern  area  was  excluded  because  It  Is  relatively  flat  and  not 
particularly  attractive  to  the  wilderness  recreation  user.   In  order  to 
have  a  full  array  of  alternatives  to  analyze,  it  was  sometimes  necessary 
to  discriminate  based  on  fine  shades  of  resource  value  differences. 
Otherwise,  In  this  case,  the  Wilderness  Accent  and  All  Wilderness 
alternatives  would  have  been  essentially  the  same  because  of  the  low 
wilderness  values  on  the  bajada  which  comprises  most  of  the  southern 
portion  of  the  WSA. 


There  were  no  ORV  restrictions  until  the  ORV  designation  for  the  Ca 
Resource  Area  was  signed  December  5,  1984.  Under  the  Interim  Manag 
Plan  (IMP)  (III. A. 3),  the  historic  level  of  use  such  as  casual  ORV 
ways  is  permitted  so  long  as  it  does  not  degrade  wilderness  values. 
Unless  the  area  is  designated  closed  or  limited  under  ORV  designati 
in  the  absence  of  wilderness  impairment.  It  remains  open  to  ORV  use 
Once  designated  as  wilderness,  only  specifically  authorized  ORV  use 
permissible.  All  other  use  Is  illegal  even  though  it  may  not  damag 
wilderness  qualities  significantly.  The  December  1984,  ORV  designa 
restrict  ORVs  as  necessary  to  effect  resource  protection. 

There    is  an   IMP. 
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P.O.  Box  702 
Winnemucca,  NV   89445 
January  10,  1985 


Mr.  Prank  Maxwell 
wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  NV   89106 

Dear  Mr.  Maxwell i 

I  am  writing  to  express  my  concern  for  the  wilderness  values 
of  the  wilderness  Study  Areas  in  the  Caliente  Resource  Area 
of  Lincoln  County. 

I  feel  strongly  that  the  five  WSAs  under  consideration— the 
Mormon  Mountains  (123,132  acres).  Meadow  Valley  Range 
(166,500  acres),  Clover  Mountains  (88,000  acres),  Delaraar 
Mountains  (102,490  acres)  and  South  Pahrock  Range  (28,395 
acres) — all  deserve  wilderness  protection  and  would  make  a 
beautiful  and  unique  addition  to  our  wilderness  system.  As 
you  probably  know,  there  is  nothing  like  these  areas  pres- 
ently under  wilderness  protection. 

I  urge  you  to  recommend  that  these  areas  be  preserved  by 
Congress  in  the  acreages  specified  above. 

y»»y  truly  yours, 


in 


'  JSZ2£F~ 


Doug  Conner 
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2104  Ktrkland  Avenue 

Lit  Vegai,  KV  89102 

January  5,   1985 


Fnnk  Kaniell 
Nlldernai.  Tin  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Managewnt 
P.O.  lo>  itHt 
lai  Vegas,  NV  B9106 

Dear  Hr.  Ma«welli 

Me  write  1n  support  of  wllderne... 

Unspoiled  places,  nature',  place.  which  .upport  living  thing,  -hjeh  "«•"«« 
survive  without  their  native  habitat,  are  a  prlcelei.  and  Irreplaceable 
heMUge  for  generation,  not  yet  born.  Wlldeme..  can  never  be  restored  once 
"polled  If  ou?  generation  fall,  to  protect  Nevada',  authentic  -"derne.  It 
Is  lost  forever,  and  tie  have  served  future  generations  very  badly.  We  Bust  not 
alio,  selfish,  coaoerclal.  or  Just  wan-spirited  interests  to  prevail. 

Specifically.  we  support  these  r«co«nded  acreages: 
Momon  Mountains.  123.132 
Meadow  Valley  Range,  166, 500 
Clour  Mountains,  88,000 
Delasar  Mountains,  102,490 
South  Pehrock  Range,  28.395. 

He  have  Bade  our  horae  1n  Nevada  for  auny  year,  and  have  learned  to  treasure 
Zm  of  I  "unspoiled  areas.  The  spirit  of  the  "Sagebrush  Rtb.11  01."  U  in 
Dart  verv  frightening  in  it.  short  slghtedne.t.  He  inplore  the  RM  to  recoan 
wnd  t£  above  acrelgM.  to  pre.erve  NeJada'.  unique  high  de.ert  midland.. 


Harold  Cunnlnghaw/ 


Very  truly  your., 

C/nthta  Cunningha*  .  ) 
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&  Recat  &  Associates,  Inc. 


ito  post  mmtmr 

MAM    PllNCIICO,  CAUrOlMIl    »*J03 


January  7,    1985 


Hr.    Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness   Teas  Leader 
Bureau   of   Land  Management 
f.O.   Box  26569 
Lis   Vifaa,   Nevada     89106 

Dear  Mr.    Haxmlli 

I   vlah  to   reglatar  my  etrong  support   for  the  following   five  VSAa  along   with 
tha    recoasended   acreage   to   be   permanently   designated   wilderneie   areae.      Thle 
la    tha   best    way   to   protect    the   natural    values,    wildlife   habitat    end 

recreational   opportunities  of   these   lands. 


Mormon  Mountains 
Meadow  Valley  Range 
Clover  Mountains 
Delanar  Mountalna 
South  Pohrock   Range 


124,132  acres 
166,500  acres 

88,000  acres 
102,490   acrea 

28.395  acres 


These  vast  unspoiled  vildlande  support  a  variety  of  wildlife  including  the 
■ule  deer,  desert  bighorn  sheep  and  ferruginous  hawks;  and  represent  a  very 
small  piece  of  the  49  million  plus  BLM  administered  acres  io  Nevada— of  which 
less  than  S  Billion  is  being  considered  far  wilderness.   Is  this  so  such,  when 
over  40  nilllon  will  oost  likely  be  turned  over  the  developers? 

The  Mormon  Mountains  have  an  exceptional  cave  eystea.  The  Meadow  Valley  Range 
designation  should  include  the  huge  bsjada.   Tha  Clover  Mountains  offer  an 
entire  desert  stream  watershed*   Although  the  Delamar  Mountains  are  epareely 
vegltated  they  are  home  to  the  mule  deer  and  bighorn  sheep  and  should  elso  be 
protected  for  their  deep  twisting  canyons. 

X  do  agree  with  your  recommendations  for  tha  South  Pahrock  Range.   1  alao  hope 
to  preserve  the  canyons,  domes,  and  spectacular  settings  for  all  who  wish 
exceptional  slghte  and  solitude. 

Please  protect  these  five  WSAs  by  designating  them  along  with  my  recommended 
acresge  as  permanent  wilderness  areae. 


Thank  you. 


Sincerely, 


Hlcole  I.  da  lacat 
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sna^^^^^HB 


CARL  T.  DUBUY,  M.D.         Box  20085,  Sparks,  Nevada  89431-OOff 


Prank  Harwell 
Wllderneaa  Teas  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O. Boa  26569 
Ua  Vegaa,  Nevada  89106 

Dear  Mr.  Harwell: 

We  are  writing  to  encourage  your  aludlea  of  the  land  for  wild- 
erneaa  dealgnatlon  In  the  hope  that  the  maileua  area  conaldered  In  each  of  the 
5  Study  Areaa  will  he  aelectad.   In  the  caae  of  the  Mormon  Mountalna  the  thought 
of  development  In  auch  a  remote  area  aaema  ao  unlikely  In  velue  compared  with 
Ita  vlldernaae  value  In  wildlife  habitat  that  we  would  urge  dealgnatlon  of 
121,132  acrea  rather  than  the  ILH  recoeaenditlon  of  an  areaona  fifth  that  alia. 
Thla  would  eliminate  management  probieae. 

In  the  caae  of  the  Meadow  Valley  Range  the  area  ahould  Include 
the  Meadow  Valley  wash  with  a  total  of  166.500  acrea  rather  than  Juet  the 
mountain  ridge  Hated  aa  the  BLM  recommendation.  Thla  aeeaa  aore  logical  aa 
a  geographic  and  ecological  entity. 

The  Clover  Mountalna  Wllderneaa  Study  Area  ahould  be  expanded 
to  Include  the  entire  Cottonwood  Canyon  watershed  of  88,000  acrea,  a  unique 
opportunity  for  wlldernaaa  preservation  for  poatarlty. 

The  Delaaar  Mountalna  ahould  be  aarloualy  conaldered  for 
wlldernaaa  dealgnatlon  aa  part  of  the  Study  especially  because  of  its  bighorn 
aheep  habitat  as  well  aa  aula  deer  to  include  102,490  acrea  aa  recommended  by 
conaervationlat  groups.   We  certainly  concur  and  contend  the  BLM  recommendation 
of  the  South  Pahrock  Bange  for  28,395  acrea  of  wllderneaa. 

We  are  particularly  concerned  that  thla  golden  opportunity 
for  wilderness  preservation  in  our  last  untrameled  areaa  of  our  lower  48  statee 
be  aelied  to  insure  Its  preservation  for  all  our  people  aa  "development"  la 
threatening  ua  on  all  aldee.   The  need  for  designated  wllderneaa  beeomea  aore 
urgent  all  the  tlaa. 


Sincerely 


Jfoi. 


'-'Carl  T.   Dubuy,   yi^/ 
Eaille   I.    Dubuj         / 
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31 B  Adams 

Denver,  Colorado   60206 

January  4,  19B5 


Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  BOX  26569 
Las  Vegaa,  NV   B9106 


Ret   WSAs 


Mormon  Mountains,  Meadow  Valley  Range,  Clover 
Mountains,  Delamar  Mountains,  South  Pahrock  Range 


Dear  Mr.  Maxvelli 

I  am  writing  to  support  the  designation  of  the  five 
areas  mentioned  above  as  Wilderness  Areas  in  the  Caliente 
Resource  Area  of  Nevada.   X  further  support  the  acreages 
suggested  by  conservationists  as  followsi 

Mormon  Mountains  -123, 132  acres 
Meadow  Valley  Range  -  166,500  acres 
Clover  Mountains  -  88,000  acres 
Delamar  Mountains  -  102, 490  acrea 
South  Pahrock  Range  -  28,395  acres 

In  view  of  the  special  habitats  -  some  unique  -  and  the 
fragility  of  the  dry  land  environment, I  believe  that  Wilderness 
Area  designation  is  necessary  to  the  preservation  of  these 
areas. 

I  firmly  believe  that  dry  land  areas  -  deserts,  grasslands 
canyonlands  and  mountains  will  offer  to  human  populations  in 
the  future,  a  place  to  find  the  "room  to  think  and  breathe" 
that  their  existence  in  the  large  cities  does  not  give  them 
and  that  is  rfecessary  to  quality  human  existence.   Further, 
man  cannot  exist  alone  with  his  plastic  and  steel  environment . 
All  the  flora  and  fauna  of  these  areas  contributes  to  our 
ecosystem  and  must  be  preserved.   As  Z  reviewed  each  of  these 
areas  and  its  special  environment  I  was  motivated  to  look  at 
maps  of  the  area  and  set  this  out  as  a  special  trip  to  Nevada 
in  the  futura. 

I  urge  you  to  expand  the  acreages  of  your  recommendations 
to  include  tha  following i 

Mormon  Mountains-expand  to  Include  the  ridge  and 
canyon  system  which  Includes  habitat  for  tortolst, 
bighorn  sheep,  dasr  and  quail. 


Meadow  Valley  Range 
of  this  ridge. 


expand  to  Include  tha  bajade 


Maxwell  -  2 
1/4/B5 


Clover  Mountains 
watershed  . 


expand  to  include  the  entire 


Delamar  Mountains  -  include  this  desert  mountain 
range  in  your  wilderness  study  for  mule  deer  and 
big  horn  sheep  range  as  well  as  preserving  the 
sparsely  vegetated  landscape. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration.   Help  support  the 
beauty  of  our  nation  in  its  natural  state.   There  Is  so  much 
unchecked  development  that  we  need  an  equitable  share  of 
Wilderness  Areas  preservedl 


Sincerely,  y^ 


Sincerely, 

Marcia  £.  Earlenbaugh 


8 

10 
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Juai  S.    Eley 
1100  U.    Pluab   Ln. 
tano,    Nv.    69509 


Frank   Hawill 
Wilderness  Teas  La  ad  or 
Bureau  of  Land  Kanageaent 
P.O.   Box  26569 
Lab   Vegas,    KV  69106 


Hz.    Hawaii  t 

I    *■  writing  to  express  wf  full   support    for   the   five   propoeed 
wilderness  areas   soon   to  be   reviewed  by   tho  BLM. 
Waved*   and  Nevadans  would  benefit   greatly  by  thaaa   areas  being 
designated  aa  wildcrneaa  areas.      X  refer  toi 

Moraon   sountaina      123,132   acres 
Hsadow  Valley  Range     166,500  seres 
Clover  Mountains     88,000   acres 
Delmar   Mountains      102,490  acres 
South  Pahrock  Range     28,395  seres 

The   acreages    listed  are   in   ay  opinion   and   in   the  opinion  of   coat 
conservationists  vital    for  the  proper  protection     of  these  areas. 
I   and   many  others    feel    that  only   through  wilderness  designation   can 
these   areas   be   traly   preserved   for   current   and    future   generations  of 
AxMricans. 

The   lands   of  Nevada   are   ripe   for   those  who  would    like  to   exploit   then 
for   their   own   selfish   gains.      Only  by   action  now  to  preserve   these 
ecosytems   can   we  hope  to  prevail. 


\   **-      UJ^Xi^      -h    4+y4jlnf      UrdM^utS    J^tJjr~JZ^      rf   ^J       0>JL« 


^♦^vtJZIic 


;£*  .^^ 


u»3 


^x^ 


k* 


Sincerely   yours i 


^: 


^. 


Janes   £.    Eley 


£C^ 


0> 

J, 


?p  ,  OIK) 

3%  ^?r 


MA44. 


Mx>jU*_ 


COMMENT  LETTER   66 


2  4208   Road   T 
Dolorea,   Colorado 
January   6,    1985 


Frank  Maxwell 
Vlldemesa   Tui  Leader 
Bureau  of    Land  Msrvageieat 
P.O.    Sox   26569 
Las   Vegas,    Nevada        89106 


Deer  Frank! 


I  understand  Chat   five  wHdarnesa   itudy  irvu  have  been 

recoanended    for   designation  ai  wildernees   areas    In   tha   Caliante 

Resource   Area   north  and   east   of   Las   Vegas.      Having  passed    through 

your   area   and   bean   Impressed   by   Its   unique  beauty   and   fragility, 

1  would   like   to    lend   ny    endorsement    to   Inclusion  of   sll    five   study 

areas  in  ths  wilderness  systea:        „  -.  . 

Clover  Mountains 

Horaon  Hountaina 

South  Pshrock  Range 
Delaaar  Hountaina 
Meadow  Valley   Range 

Please  advise   tha  Bureau  of    the   importance  of    inclusion  of 
theae   five   snail    areas   in   the  wilderness   systea  as    the   best  way   to 
permanently  conserve  their  resources. 

Thank  you  very  such  for  your  tlaa  and  attention. 
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VIRUS  L-  riSCHKR 
aao*  vrcTYMrr  *vmut 

A*  VBBAa.  NEVADA     Mlgl 


Dsoesbsr  la   lQSft 


Kane  Conn,   Diartrlct  Kananr 

Attni   Calient*  V51darn»aa  EEI3  Taaq  Lnader 

Biwan  of  Lenrf  nuannnt 

P.  0.  Bo*  ?6569 

Lai  V.rtaa,  (V  89U6 

Gtttl—IBI 

A.  I  •rfl/lernoai  racr.atlonl.T  »uh  broad  tn3wri.n0.  throwhoot  th.  «»at. 
Hll«.  and  alUi  of  unhrtut  «M  pinyon-*nlw  la  not  m-  ld«   of  rild.rn.aa  — 
U  U.M   not  the  kind  that  rill   rt,nd  *»  It.  wirtt.  .nt»>t  frtar.  pr.a»n«B  for 
w'LT""     L"J,^™  b,U"8''  ,n  "lt'Pl»  »■•  wn.r-K.nt  of  th,  publlo  Unl., 
£r£l     "P"**^ "•"»■•  <«*f».t»m  for  troly  .xe.ptlon.1  and  worth,  ar«., 
OnforUnat.AT,  th.ra  «r»n't  Benr  In  Bev.da. 

Of  thoae  ntannnlid  In  7oi.r  Draft   Environ«ntal  Iapaot  Stat^nt.  th.  only 
on.  that  haa  aow  writ  In  irjr  boob  la  th.  Sooth  f.hroc  tim,     Sot  oa.n  thl.  on. 
la  not   anfflol.nt  ly  ont.Undtn*  a.  to  ootwl*h  lta  potential  und.r  mUtlpU  u. 
«sn.«>»«it   for  tha  rreat.et  penile   aood, 

thl.  Lloi.^'«J.T.»Ml!H'",n•  "  "*'  ""•c,mtl««  J*.  h"w.  «nd  I  .pprwlet. 
tBio  opportunity  to  oonnajnt. 


v&£?Aj£"»^ 
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Deeenber  31,  199* 


leap  Conn,  Dlstrlot  Kanarer 

Attm  Caliente  Vlldernaea  DEIS  Leader 

Bureau  of  Land  Kanarenent 

P.O.  Boi  26569 

Laa  Vein,   Nevada     69126 


Daar  Bin 


Pleeee  09  aware  that  I  aa  one  of  the  people  In  Nevada 
who  urge  Ton  to  oonelder  all  of  the  land  that  la  being 
considered  for  vllderaeaa.  ROW  la  the  tlae  to  set  that  land 
aside  and  protaot  It  for  our  future  generations. 

The  air  Porea  reoently  grabbed  another  huge  ohunk  of 
land  for  their  purpose ■.  The  Navy  wante  land  around  Fallon, 
The  Federal  Governaent  uants  to  use  one  of  our  aountaln 
ranges  for  an  Atoalo  Vast*  dump. 

Ry  Cod  1 1   When  do  we  get  land  put  aside  for 
future  anlaals,  birds,  wildlife  and  for  the  peaoeful  uses 
of  our  grandchildren. 

Only  5  allllon  acres  are  being  considered  for 
wilderness.  That  leaves  *9  allllon  aores   for  the  alnori, 
ranohers,  casino  owners,  real  estate  operators  to  flrht  orer. 

a 

I  ask     you  to  support  the  wilderness  proposals  for 
the  Roraon  (fountains,   the  Meadow  Valley  Hanre,   Clover  Rountalna, 
Delanar  Mountains     and  the  Booth  Pahroolt  Ranire.   Do  It   now!  1 1 
If  you  don't,      It  will  be  too  lata.      PLEASE,   give   these 
wilderness   proposals     careful  consideration. 


Sincerely, 


Wi?    fe^M    XlJLll* 


Mrv 
La  V, 


■Wtri  !•*• 
nv  win 


Bovarly    &   CM  lott    Pull 
1830    Rocha»1«r    Ct . 
Iowa    City,     low*    3£*4B 
M»reh    •  ,     1883 


Frank    Maxuel 1 

Ulldarnai    Tttn   Laadar 

Bureau    of    Land    Management 

P.O.     Bo*    £6369 

Lee    Vaiea,    Nevada      t8)M 


Daar    r** .    Manual  1  . 

It    li    eur    opinion    that    a*    much    land    ai    aot.tble    In    tha    But  eree*    ©f    Nevada 
ahould    ba    araierved    In   Ulldarnaia    atate.       1    travel    often    to    Navada    and 
appreciate    tha   wait    axaantaa    of    open    aeacea    --   ion    a*    tha    only    left    in    tha 
U.S.    -    I    »eld   hata    to    thlnK    thay   wore    lott    forever.      Of    taeclal    cencarn    ara 
thaee    araai 

Mormon    Mount  a  In » 
Maadow    Vallay    Range 
Clover    Mountain* 
Delamar    Mountain* 
South    Pahroctt    Ranee 


Plaata    act    for    tha    baet     Intaraata    ef    thli    and    future    tanaratlana    of 
Americana.      Thaaa    landa    ara   ericeleae. 


•'""""■  {Lit**      <a^^u. 

••»•']»  a.  Pun       ana  mutt  o.  fuii 
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t 


1AM    fVii-.  ti^ 
7»     Ji-«, 


A-  ,*b  tu^f-  <u£ujc *><oi.    -,,_ 


A*. 
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10   HifpLlmaA    AtMIU* 

tea  atff,  WT  11579 
28  Deoeabar  1964 


Trunk  Maxvall 
Wilderneaa  T*a*  Leader 
Buraan  of  Land  Manageaent 
P.O.   Box  26^69 
Laa  Vegaa,  Berada.  69106 

Dear  Mr*  Maxwell, 

I  aa  writing  to  yoo  about  tha  Wilderneaa   Study  Ireaa   for 

_ko^ct  Ksaajato  B^toiiiaa,ftas&  Bag  *ount»inBf 

^ii^^^^y^iiii  **"*  the  a^M>L*»j^^^]^ -areae     totalling 
>35(5l7  acree  of  uilderneBaT^ioaTWTa^YEJlthe  bait  way 
to  preserve  thaaa  lander-to  protact  the  natural  value  as, 
wildlife  habitat,   and  reova&tlonal   opportunitltoa   tl  ft  a 
vilderneee  daaignation.     Then  thaaa  half  blUIIod  acraa  may 
be   enjoyed   by  all*     Fleaae   aapport  wllderoeae  designation 
for  thaaa   lande,  ■^M^eeaaaaeaaiew^- ™^"* 


Thank  you. 


Tours  truly,    , 
Allot  H.  Omttma 


COMMENT  LETTER     74 


COMMENT  LETTER    75 


Deoeaber  23,   196** 


Frank  Kaxwell 

Wilderness  Teaa  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Hanagenant 
P.O.  Box  26469 
Las  Vegas,  W  89106 

Dear  Kr.  tUnellt 

It  li  sy  understanding  that  tha  Bureau  of  Land  Hana^aont  will,   in 
the  near  future,   submit  reeaazsendatlons  to  Congress  concerning  five 
potential  Wilderness  Area's  in  the  CalienU  Resource  Ana  of  Lincoln 
County,   Nevada. 

I  wish  to  add  »y  voice  In  support   of  the  proposals  by  the  Sierra 
Club  and  urge  that  the  following  area's  be  desirnated  aa  WUdsrnen  Areas' 
and  be  forever  protected  from  all  coHtnercial  devalopeaentx 

Mornon  Mountains  —  123,132  acres 
Heedov  Valley  Range  —    166,500  acres 
Clover  Mountains  —   68,000  acres 
Dslaaar  Hountaina  —  102,1*90  acres 
South  Pahrock  Range  —  28,395  acres 

While  I  live   In  Northern  Nevada,  07  occassional  visits  to  those 
unique  and  beautiful  areaa  of  our  state  are  very  inspirational  to  m. 
I  an  sure  the  pressure  to  open  these  habitats  to  unrestricted  developesavnt 
is  substantial,  but  I  stronglj  urge  that  you  reeareaend  the  preservation 
of  these  Wilderness  areas.     These  delicate  and  sensitive  areaa  are  unique 
not   only  in  Mevada,   but  in  all   of  the  United  States.     Please  give  these 
lands  the  strongest  protection  possible. 


Sincerely  ^ 


m*9  WTMH.pt«i»Dl)ii   _   P84.ofocjn.Ax   _   Rfv^Mipc.  eo*.> 


ICTlCUT  •«•>* 


Xk 


•^^  /Wl.  WJ^^.^'. 


' ■  iru.  *S'if4 


•oCU^i,,  «i-* 


^J-m-^i      jtt.  jrvt-U  j^^(.  ^*~U~t^..    relict  1<_  JUc/~«— £ 

"V~».^  A.rt^Ct*— ,-,U,/*2  ftf^ 

'^*"""  ■  '***,  — — ~  -  -<*^>r  r-«-£-,-«.  ~,.^J 

-1*.  !•«•<» 
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N  W.li.i.T.  CUjer.  Pno. 
hMhnpm,  LI,  d.r,  ][74j 


/xjs-i/w 


yyJL^J>-^iyt>AJi-JX»XXi^A 


T  ^jT^ 


te-il-W 
ITrtr.  rfWw^/.' 

S.?AW*   *"*»>    ^*x  ~^' 
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HOA    CI*-*.   C»- 


4,      .rtHn»        r\«.+v— V   ^v4-»«,     t-.  UIW    U.U.W*. 

V    k.c-~.^»-1   off.'*"-";*.-    *•-    ^*«%*«r«-« 
.*.     ,vU-    *v*w*    -iU,   *«c~*0»ei    *- 

■t.tt. — >  *l~-y.  *~  *****  **•*'  4"" 

f««.i^    V/.ll^    \fc~y  -       IWr,  1*0  »•■• 


TW<.-i-  vy«-    *%-  y" 


c*>** J.  J «-»■*-»•-  - 


COMMENT  LETTER    79 


Ol^JHjl 


V^*«>4   J.    G*v.\m.*-  txf 


i-nf  *•*- tk.i  nit  «itr  w>*  ""71  i>  »u_  .«  ,«ua  /to/at 


fftiTccrxO.    u,.OiCt>ai  .lil^K.Vrii'.    ,ilnir  •i,-.farrvn>itr— 
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January  12,  1985 
FROM:  R.  Andy  H»rold 


4     -'       -*.*.'•  i'-"    ' 


500  U.  Graves  Lint.  Apt.  R-157 
Carson  City,  IK     89701 

'->  TOs  Mr.  Frank  Harwell 

,'  Wilderness  Tean  Leader 

'  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.O.  Box  26559 

Lai  Vegas,  If*    89106 


t   > 


P 


this  1i  to  urge  wilderness  designation  of  the  following  areas  In  Nevada: 

Mormon  Mountains,  123,132  acres 
Meadow  Valley  Range,  166,500  acres 
Clover  Mountains,  88,030  acres 
Delemir  fountains,  102,490  acres 
South  Pahrock  Range,, 28, 395  acres. 

In  addition  to  preserving  the  natural  beauty  which  Is  Nevada's  greatest  asset, 
wilderness  designation  for  these  areas  In  particular  will  do  euch  to  protect 
the  desert  bighorn  sheep  and  nils  dear. 


Sincerely, 
ft.  Andy  Harold 


19141  Charleston  Ed, 
Voloejio,  C;.  &^639 
Uecacbor  27,   19&-, 


Kr.  Prank  l  larva  11 
Wild&maaa  ?aa=  Leadar 
Bureau  of  Land  Vtjia£OB*nt 
P.O.   Box  2^9 

Ln  v>CL»,  :,-v    89106 

Dear  llr.  l.anfalli 

Ky   huabtnd  tnd  1   urge   thtt    tfcc  Bureau  of  Load  Max  -£t>oent  to 
preeerv*  in  tboir  nrturtl   etate  tbeae  unspoiled  l-jrada  vildlandai 

Komon  l.ountaina— 121,1  J2   tcr#o 
Uaadoif  Valley  3nAj8—  lot! ,300  aorta 
Clovar  ..ountaina  —     35,000  aoree 
Dalumx  ItOuntLlna     —     1C2.490  acrss 
bouth  P ..brook  Ban^v  —     28,305   aoroe. 

Yllderneaa  datijnL-tion  la  tbo  beet  troy  to  >r0taO"t  tb«  natural  raluaa, 
wildlife  habitat  and  reoreational  ©pportunitlea  of  tr.au*  land*  ao  that 
tbey  oan  bo  arjoyad  by  all  of  uo.  Thar*  la  notai:.^-  Ilk*  thee*  areaa 
preaantly  under  viiiemeae  ^rotootion.  To  out  down  tna  abore  acrea^ea 
would  be  to  eitbar  remove  vildlifa  habitat,  *aterahede,  or  gao^jraptio 
and  coclouic   divaraity  froa  tba   aroaa,  > 

Boat   einoerely, 


O 
© 


(NraO  Hilda  Ha  a  tar 
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u 


'  t 

506  SU  40th  lerraoa 
Gelnesvills,  Florida  326rrj 
tU.  Calient*  Emaggi  tax  MSas  member  31,  1934 

Mr.  frank  KusU 
wilderness  Tsaa  Leader 
Bureau  of  Lend  Mamrerent 
?.0.  Box  26569 
Us  Vt|««,  hnSi  39106 

tear  Hi.  hwUi 

Mud  dulre  for  profit  apparently  li  InaatUuli.    unfortunately, 
euoh  af  the  imligaiit  proaotad  pursuant  to  such  desire  out»  against 
bailo  saarleu  values.     Wildlife  habitat  and  places  of  unique  beauty 
and  sclentlfls  lntorset,  one*  degraded  or  daatroyod,  rarely  can  bo 
restored,     tuoh  areas  ni«  up  only  a  coall  portion  of  the  hundredo  of 
Billion*  of  •>»■  ELM  It  oharged  with  edafcliitering.     If  u»n  areas 
nr*  oot  protected  now,  tbey  ud  thi  wildlife  they  muUln,  and  their 
laportanc*  for  knowledge  and  eajoynent  will  bo  lost  forever. 

Me  are  particularly  concerned  that  certain  valuable  and  still 
unspoiled  WSla  la  the  Calient*  Resource  Area  la  sovada  vlll  not  be 
praiarrad  under  the  BLH's  current  draft  reooanendatlonsi     Clorar 
Mountains,  Delanar  Mountains,  the  Haadov  Yalley  Range,  and  Morajom 
Mountains.    Together  with  the  South  Fahrook  Bangs,  these  WSa*  contain 
remarkable  geological  and  eooLofle  charaoteristlos. 

Vuseroua  wlldllfs  spsclss  abound  la  thass  USU.     If  ldanUflsd 
and  defined  for  preservation  with  sufficient  ears  and  aoreaga,  thass 
H3aa  vlll  prorld*  enough  habitat  for  these  wildlife  spsclss  for  dsoedss 
and  centuries  to  eon*.     Such  eelf-sustelnla(  habitats  are  essential  for 
EClentific  research  on  spsclss  bsbarlour  and  survival  patvarne— all  of 
which  aay  be  relevant  to  developing  better  hunan  surrlral  strategies. 
to  be  self-sustaining,  however,  rsquirss  an  Integral  eco-systea  with  suf* 
fldent  land  srea  and  distancing  frca  future     development.     Several  of 
thee*  areas  also  contain  unique  archsologlcal  and  geological  sites,  sad 
all  of  the*  have  high  pouatlal  for  Halted  recreational  ass  appropriate 
to  preserved  wilderness. 

Chat  Is  at  lasu*  her*  is  only  a  fraction  of  tha  nearly  fifty  «*ni«» 
acres  of  Sevada  lands  under  HLM  Jurisdiction.     Us  owe  it  to  oursalToa 
and  to  America's  future  to  see  to  It  that  such  significant  natural  areas 
are  pressrred  for  their  highest  sad  bast  uaoi     as  wilderness. 

Therefore,  we  strongly  urge  your  adoption  of  the  aore  ooonmtlm 
wildemeaa  designs tloaa  la  tha  ooaserrationists*  proposall     the  83  thou- 
sand acres  reeoamended  for  Closer  Mountains,  the  102,490  acrea  recoauea- 
ded  for  Delanar  Mountains,  the  166,500  acrea  recorawded  for  the  Meadow 
Yalley  Bangs,  and  the  123,132  acres  recoanended  for  Moreon  Mountaias, 
along  with  the  wutuaHy  agreed  to  designation  for  the  South  Fahrock 
Range . 


^xjSnra^aapertatfly, 

-  Richard  ttT  Hers  and  family 


641  Oandaoo  Dr. 
Memphis,   IK  58116-7014 
January  2,    1985 

Mr.   frank  Harwell 

Wilderness  Team  Leader  .< 

Bureau  of  Land  Management  ■ 

P.O.   Box  26569  ••     -  L-  !'•"■' 

Laa  Vegaa,«»  B9106  '.'     *    " 

Dear  Mr.  Harwell  I  I  •' '- '•  ' 

Rei   Wilderness  Stud;  Keecnaendstlons  for  five  areas  in  the  Gallants 
Resouross  Area. 

the  Bureau  li  urged  te  rsasnosnd  wilderness  designation  for  the  fir* 
area*  doaorlbed  below. 

Morooa  Mountains  -  ReocBaondlng  125,152  asres  for  wilderness  would 
protest  oruolal  habitat  for  desert  tertslse,   quail,  sole  deer  and 
desert  bighorn  and  eliminate  potential  aanagenent  probleae. 

Meadow  Yalley  Hangs  -  Reeeoaeadlng  166,500  aoree  weald  protest  desert 
bighorn,   who  aake  their  hens  In  these  acuntaine  and  weald  add 
geographle  and  eoelogle  diversity  by  Including  tha  huge  bajada. 

Clover  Mountains  -  Haoeameadlng  88,000  asrss  weald  Include  the 
entire  Osttonweod  Oanyen  watershed. 

Delanar  Mountains  •  Reoccm sndlng  102,490  cores  would  pretest  the 
habitat  for  aula  dssr  and  bighorn  sheep. 

Seuth  Pahreok  Bang*  -  fiaoaasndlng  25,595  sores  would  protsot  ths 
relic  stands  sf  dwarf  white  fir  which  cap  ths  suaalt  as  well  ss  ths 
unceaaenly  large  and  graceful  plnyon  pines  found  In  ths  western 
oanyena. 

Wilderness  designation  la  the  best  way  to  protsot  ths  natural  values, 
wildlife  habitat  and  recreational  opportunities  of  these  aerea  for 
enjoyment  by  all  persons. 

Slneeraly, 


o 

I 


t 


lass  1.  Hlsmelreloh 


I 
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Jan.  ).  1985                                                                                                                     i 

Mr.   Prank  Maxwell 

Mlldarnaaa  Team  Leader                                                      ' - 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.  0.   Box  26569 

Laa  Vagaa.    NV     89106 

Daar  Mr.   Maxwell^ 

I  ara  writing  toiarga  you  to  aupport  tha  propoaala  for  tha  following 
five  HSAai    (Nevada) 

Moreen  Mountains  —  123.132  acraa                       '-! 

Meadow  Valley  Range  —   166,500  acraa 

"lover  Hountalna  —  66,000  acraa 

Delamar  Hountalna  —   102,490  acraa 

South  Pahrock  Range  —  28,395  acraa                    t 

I  believe  that  wlldemeae  designation  la   the  beat  way  to  protect 
the  natural  valuea.   wildlife  habitat  and  recreational  opportunitiea 
of  theae  landa  ao  that  they  can  be  enjoyed  by  all  of  ua. 

Sincerely  yours,; 

\ 

Bobbie  Holaday        ^                                                          t 

1*13  Bast  Dobblna  Xd.                                                         1 
Phoenix.   AZ     650^0                                                                   1 
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AMND.  HUTCHISON 
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9  January  198S 

Mr.  Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  26369 
La*  Vagai,  NV  89106 

Dear  Mr.  Maxvelli 

I  understand  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  la  conducting  a 
review  of  five  wilderness  study  areas i  **"»•" 


Morman  Mountains 
Meadow  Valley  Range 
Clover  Mountaina 
Delamar  Mountains 
South  Fahrock  Range 


121,132  acras 

166,500  acre* 
88,000  acres 

102,490  acrea 
28,395  acraa 


An  cltiren  of  the  State  of  Nevada,  I  would  urge  you  to 
designate  all  of  the  above  five  areas  as  "wilderness  areas". 
Nevada  Is  one  of  the  fastest  growing  States  in  the  D.S.  In  terns 
of  relative  population  growth.  Almost  all  of  these  newcomers 
are  in  Nevada  for  the  quality  of  the  outdoor  life.   Just  a  few 
years  ago,  then  Senator  Howard  Cannon  sent  a  questionaire  to  all 
of  the  constituents  on  his  mailing  list  asking  then  about  wilder- 
ness areas.   The  overwhelming  majority  of  his  constituents  were 
in  favor  of  increased  designations  of  wilderness  areas  in  Nevada. 

1  expect  the  Department  of  Defense,  and  possibly,  the  Depart- 
ment of  Energy,  will  requeat  more  set  asides  of  public  domain 

lt?t,ll   ^V"?'  J°  t?^ne"  £eT  y""-  lt'*   important,  therefore, 
to  save  the  truly  wild  areas  left  In  the  State  for  their  natural 
values,  wildlife  habitat  and  recreational  opportunities. 

I  would  also  like  to  see  the  Bureau  start  charging  erasers  the 
fair  market  value  of  the  land  they  are  leasing,  anaTSoieor 
legislation  to  charge  royalties  to  the  mining  companies  operating 
on  the  public  domain.  As  I  understand  It,  mining  companies, 
except  for  oil  and  gas  leases,  do  not  pay  any  royalties  -  la  that 
true?  I  am  a  businessman /land  developer  and  I  am  in  favor  of 
multiple  use  Df  most  BLM  landa,  but  I  believe  we  should  charge 
fair  market  value  to  the  users. 

Nevada  la  no  longer  the  sole  preserve  of  the  ranchers  and 
mining  companies!   94  per  cent  of  the  Nevadans  live  in  either 
the  Reno/Sparks  or  Las  Vegas  area  (over  900,000  Nevadana  and 
leas  than  50,000  living  outside  of  Washoe  and  Clark  Counties) 
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These  people  are  Interested  in  outdoor  recreation ,  end  the 
designation  of  the  wilderness  arose  is  a  correct  first  step  in  a 
sensible  management  plan  for  the  public  domain  lands  in  Nevada. 

Sincerely  yours, 
Alan  D.  Hutchison 


HAND  SURGERY  ASSOCIATES  OF  INDIANA,  INC 

Indiana  Center  (or  Surgery  and  Rehabilitation  of  the  Hand 
8501  Harcourt  Road  •  IndianapoUt,  Indians  462*0  •  317-675-9105 


JAMES  W  STRICKLAND,  M  D. 
JAMES  B  STECHEN.  U.D. 
WILLIAM  S  KLEINMAN.  UD. 
MU  HASTINGS  «,  MX) 
FBCHARD  S  CLfR.  UJ1 

CAHXA  Ifli0 


Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Laa  Vegas,  Hevada  8910* 

Dear  Mr.  Maxwell i 


January  1,  191} 


JAMES  J  CTEIOHTON.  J*.  UD 
THOMAS  J  FISCHER.  UD 
MICHAEL  M  MOORE.  U.D 

THOMAS  Q  STACKHOUSS.  UIL 


Xt  is  ay  understanding  that  of  the  49  million  acres  of  BUI 
adainlstered  land  in  Nevada,  leas  than  5  aillion  acres  are  being 
considered  for  wilderness  designation.   It  ia  sry  hop*  that  the 
Bureau  will  take  advantage  of  this  opportunity  to  commit  as  sues 
land  as  possible  to  a  vildernees  status,   There  are  5  areas  of 
particular  concern  within  the  Caliente  reeource  area  which 
deaerve  wilderness  designation.   In  order  to  make  the  wilderness 
designation  successful,  however,  these  araaa  should  be  maintained 
as  intact  eco  systems  rather  than  arbitrary  subdivisions.   The 
Mormon  Mountains  offer  a  scenic  expanse  of  limestone  peaks, 
ridges  and  canyons.   It  contains  ao  ancient  stand  of  ponderoaa 
pine  and  is  the  habitat  for  desert  tortoise,  quail,  male  deer  and 
deeert  bighorn  eheep.   To  preserve  this  area,  121,112  acres 
should  be  designated  for  wilderness  protection.   The  Meadow 
Valley  Range  contains  a  mountain  ridge  which  is  contiguous  with  a 
huge,  elongated  bajada.   This  area  is  hosts  for  deeert  blghora. 
In  order  to  preserve  this  area,  1(1,500  acres  ebould  he 
designated  as  wilderness.   The  Clover  Mountain  area  offers  ss 
opportunity  to  reserve  an  entire  deaert  stream  asatershed  whiofe 
traverses  through  Cottonwood  Canyon  before  flowing  Into  a  deaert 
weeb.   81,000  acrae  of  this  area.  Including  the  entire  Cottonwood 
Canyon  waterabad,  should  be  designated  as  wilderness  status.   The 
Delamar  Mountalna  repreeent  an  lmaenee  plateau  with  twisting 
canyons  home  tor  mule  deer  and  bigborn  sheep.   The  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  ie  not  coneiderlng  any  wilderness  designation  in  this 
area.   I  would  support  local  oonaervationiata  in  their  attempt  to 
preserve  this  area  by  designating  102,490  acres  aa  wilderneas. 
Finally,  the  Eouth  Pabrock  Range  which  consists  of  rugged,  rock; 
doses,  passagaa  and  canyons  should  have  23,395  acres  designated 
as  wilderness. 
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Frank  Kaxvell 
January  J,  1»bS 
Page  2 


*•>•■•  areae  nptuut  unique  deaert  eco  spheres  which  era 
worth  preserving  In  their  entirety  to  protect  their  natural 
beauty,  wildlife  and  yat  permit  visitations  by  boo  without 
Irreversible  damage  to  their  dellcat*  environment,  wilderness 
areas  loat  to  development  can  never  be  reclaimed.  I  hope  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  will  take  great  care  In  making  their 
decisions  about  the  future  of  these  lands  and  take  the 
opportunity  to  preserve  the  natural  beauty  of  these  areas  for  o 
future  generations. 
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Norman  Johnson 

315  W.    3rd  St,    ./509 

Long  Beach,  CA  90802 

December  22,  ]  984- 

Frank  Maxwell,  Esn. 

BLM,  Box  26569 

las  Vegas,  Nevada  89106 

Lear  Max, 

I  know  your  BIM  lands  in  Nevada,  and  it  is  my  fervent 
prayer  that  the  five  WSAs  in  the  Caliente  Area  will  be 
given  Wilderness  protection,  for  their  natural  values,  as 
pristine  wildlands,  wildlife  habitat,  and  ecological  im- 
portance. 

Once  lost  to  development  there  is  virtually  no  hope 
of  recovery.   Only  in  Wilderness  designation  is  there  hope, 
and  in  this  my  hope  is  in  you. 

So  it  is  that  I  would  have  you  recommend  the  following 
acreages  for  preservation  as  Wilderness :- 


O 

I 


Meadow  Valley 
Delmar  Mts 
Mormon  Mts 
So.  Pahrock 
Clover  Mts 


to  167,000  acres 
to  103,000  acres 
to  124,000  acres 
to  23,500  acres 
to   90,000  acres. 


Let  us  hope  that  in  the  New  Year  our  National  lands 
will  be  more  cherished  than  in  the  recent  past.  You  and 
your  staff  have  my  good  wishes. 

Concerned  citizen, 
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BOY  0.  JONES  M.D. 

2085  Ruby  View  Drive 
Elko,  Nevada  89601 
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SAINT  MARY'S  ACUTE  CARE  CENTER 

A  Department  of  Saljit  Mary's  Hospital 


Frank  Maxwell  22  December  1g8i| 

Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box   26569 
Las  Vegas  NV  89106 

Dear  Sir: 

I  am  writing  to  urge  the  BLM  to  select  for  Wilderness  Designation  the 
following  Wilderness  Study  Areas: 

Mormon  Mountains--  123,132  acres 
Meadow  Valley  Range  --  166,500  acres 
Clover  Mountains--  88,000  acres 
Delamar  Mountains--  102 ,^90  acres 
South  Pahrock  Range —  28,395  acres 

I  am  concerned  that,  with  the  apparent  renewed  interest  in  mineral  ex- 
ploration and  mining,  that  these  unique,  unspoiled  areas  will  be  ruined 
forever  by  development. 

I  believe  that  it  is  often  perceived,  albeit  falsely,  that  Nevadans  don't 
care  what  happens  to  the  land  outside  of  Las  Vegas  and  Reno's  metropolitan 
areas.  Well,  we  do  care  and  the  sparse  beauty  of  the  land  Is  one  of  the 
reasons  we  choose  to  make  our  home  in  this  state. 

Please  consider  my  request  when  making  your  report  to  Congress. 


6580  South  Virginia  Street,  Reno,  Nevada  89511   •  (702)  853-3333 
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KENNETH  KENEVAN 

CERTIFIED    PUBLIC    ACCOUNTANT 


C7021    322-B337 


1221    HASKELL    STREET.  SUITE  8 
RENO.    NEVADA    89509 


January  2,  1985 


Mr.  Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.  0.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada   89106 

Dear  Frank: 

I  recommend  the  five  wilderness  study  areas  for  permanent 
preservation,  Mormon  Mountains  123,000  acres,  Meadow  Valley  Range 
166,000  acres,  Clover  Mountains  88,000  acres,  Delaniar  Mountains 
102,000  acres,  South  Fahrock  Range  28,000  acres.   Please  let  me 
know  the  BLM's  position  on  either  preservation  or  development  of 
these  above  wilderness  study  areas. 

Sincerely., 


D^maas 
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Kenneth   Kenevan 
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1U00   Van   Ness    Ave. 
Reno,    NV  89503 


December   27,    198U 


Prank  Maxwell 
Wilderness   Team    Lender 
Bureau    of    Land   MPnaorement 
P.O.    Box  ,26569 
Lps    Vefffs,    NV     89106 

Dear    Sir, 

I    understand    you    have    Issued   draft    wilderness 
recommendations    for    five    potential    wilderness    preas 
in    the    C«llente    Resource    Are?    of   Lincoln   County    and    are 
now   seeking   Dubllc    comment    on    these    recommendations. 

I    feel    the    five   wilderness    study   sreps   under   con- 
siderptlon   --    the  Mormon   Mountains,    Meadow   Valley 
Ranfire,    Clover   MountPlns,    Delamar  Mountains,    and    South 
*>ahrock   R»no-e    --    p!1   deserve   wilderness   designation, 
but    feel    thPt    the   acreaire,s   designated   by    the    BLM   are   too 
sDcrse    to    really    orotect    the   natural   values    and    wildlife 
hPbitPt    of    these    prep.i. 

I    strongly    support    the   conservationist1  s    suggestions : 

123,322  acres  for  the  Mormon  Mtns  to  protect 
the  hPbltat  of  the  desert  tortoise,  quail, 
mule  deer,    and   desert    bighorn. 

166,500  acres  for  the  Mepdow  Valley  Ranee  in 
order   to    include      the   bajada, 

88,000   acres    for   the   Clover   Mtns.    to    lnclu/1** 
the   Cottonwood   Canyon   watershed. 

102,1*90   acres    for   the   DelBmar   Mtns.    to 
protect    the    habitat    of   the   raule   deer   and 
bip-horn   sheep. 

23t 395   acres    for   the    Pahrock   Range. 

I    feel    that   wilderness   designation   Is    the   best   way 
to   Drotect    the    natural    values,    wildlife    hpbltat,    and 
recreational    opportunities   of    these   lands    to   be   enjoyed 
by   all    of   us   and    future   generations. 

Thank   vou    for  your   consideration   of    these   proposals. 

Sincerely, 


Barbara    J.    Knspp 
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1030  Hemlock  Way 
Broomfield,  Colorado  80020 
January  1,  1985 


Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
?.  0.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada   89106 

Dear  Mr.  Maxwell: 

It  is  my  understanding  that  you  will  soon  be  considering 
various  BLM  holdings  in  the  state  of  Nevada  for  possible 
wilderness  designation ■ 

I  would  like  to  put  my  two  cents  in  for  five  areas  that  based 
on  what  I  have  read  seem  particularly  worthy  of  special 
protection! 

Clover  Mountain  88,000  acres 

Delamar  Mountains  102,490  acres 

Meadow  Valley  Range  166,500  acres 

Mormon  Mountain  123,132  acres 

South  Pahrock  Range  28,395  acres 

The  basin  and  range  country  is  so  unique  and  its  special  geologic, 
plant  and  wildlife  relationships  need  protection.   I  hope  you 
and  your  team  agree  and  will  recommend  wilderness  designation 
for  the  above  areas  and  other  appropriate  BLM-administered  land 
in  Nevada.   Once  we  open  lands  to  development,  their  natural 
values  are  lost  for  all  time. 

I  for  one  believe  That  the  long-term  value  of  unique  lands  in 
their  natural  state  far  outweighs  the  short-term  value  of 
development. 

I  appreciate  your  consideration  of  this  matter. 

Yours  truly, 


Joseph   J/    Krieg/ 
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Lawson  LeGate 

1537  NW  Jacksonville 

Bend,  OH   97701 

January  7,  1985 

Prank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
PO  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  NV   89IO6 

Dear  Mr.  Maxwell: 

1  have  long  been  Interested  In  the  desert  lands  of  Nevada 
and  have  often  hoped  to  visit  southern  Nevada  for  the'purpose 
of  a  wilderness  outing.   Because  of  this  Interest  I  wish  to  comment 
regarding  wilderness  classification  for  certain  lands  within  the 
Jurisdiction  of  your  office.   Specifically,  these  lands  lie  within 
the  Callente  Resource  Area. 

When  It  comes  time  for  you  to  make  recommendations  to  Congress 
about  wilderness  status  for  these  lands.  I  would  like  to  see  you 
recommend  the  following  acreages: 

Mormon  Mountains 123,132  acres 

Meadow  Valley  Range 166,500  acres 

Clover  Mountains 88,000  acres 

Delaraar  Mountains 102,490  acres 

South  Pahrock  Range 28,395  acres 

These  areas  contain  a  wealth  of  natural  features  which  deserve 
adequate  protection,  in  addition  to  valuable  archeologlcal  resources 
and  Important  wildlife  habitat.   All  of  these  features,  not  to 
mention  broad  recreational  opportunities,  will  best  be  protected 
lnsuffiairTe3  ll3t"d  a'MVe"   Smaller  acreages  will  simply  be 


.-l.      L?  h  to  oautlon  B"I  against  including  only  ridges  In 
their  wilderness  proposals,  or  In  falling  to  Include  a  diversity 
able        *  ™lthln  a  3ln^e  wilderness  area  when  such  are  avall- 

.,      Please  keep  me  informed  of  further  actions  taken  by  BLM  on 
the  subject  of  wilderness  recommendation  for  these  areas. 
Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Lawson  LeGate 


114  Boedeokel  Rd . 
Lynnport,  PA   1 BO66 
December  26,  1984 


Prank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  NV   89106 

Dear  Mr.  Maxwell, 

I  am  writing  in  concern  of  the  proposed  wilderness  areas 

of  the  Callente  Resource  Area  of  southeastern  Nevada.   The  proposals 

by  the  BLM  for  wilderness  In  this  area  are  muoh  too  small..   There 

are  49  million  acres  of  BLM  administered  wilderness  in  Nevada, 

but  only  5  million  acres  are  being  considered  for  wilderness. 

The  following  areas  should  have  these  minimum  wilderness 

recomendatlono  -   Mormon  Mountains  -  123,132  acres 

Meadow  Valley  Range  -  166,500  acres 
Clover  Mountains  -  88,000  acres 
Delamar  Mountains  -  102,4-90  acres 
South  Pahrock  Range  -  28,395  acres 

Baok  here  in  the  East  it  Is  unfortunate  that  wo  have  no 

true  wilderness  left.   No  lands  that  we  can  truly  call  wild. 

Bbvlously  nothing  like  the  lands  under  consideration  for  wilderness 

in  Nevada.   Once  these  lands  are  developed  in  any  way  they  will 

no  longer  be  wilderness.   They  will  be  lost  to  future  generations 

of  Americans  that  will  miss  an  opportunity  to  see  a  part  of 

America  as  it  once  was.   PleaBe  support  strong  wilderness 

recommendations.   Thank-you  for  your  time. 

Sincerely, 
Jon  Levin 
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January  28,    1985 

Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.    Box   26569 
Las   Vegas,   NV     89106 


Dear  Mr.    Maxwell , 


1   hope   I  am  not  too  late  to  add  my  input  to  the  Wilderness  Study 
Area  review  for  BLM  lands  in  Nevada.     Other  than  a  small   area  in 
the  northeastern  corner  of  this  state,   there  are  no  wilderness 
areas  for  Nevadans  to  enjoy.     Nothing   like  the  proposed  wilderness 
areas  are  presently  protected  under  the  wilderness  system.     I  would 
like  to  lend  my  voice  in  support  of  designating  as  much  of  these 
study  areas  as  possible. 

While  public  use  of  Federal    land  has  been  limited  to  grazing  and 
mining  in  the  past,  wilderness-type  experiences  have  been   increasing 
in  popularity  over  the  last  decade.     Wilderness  designation  will 
not  only  allow  this  type  of  recreational  opportunity,  but  is  also 
the  best  way  to  protect  wildlife  habitat  and  natural   values. 

Again,    I   encourage  you  to   recommend  wilderness    for  all   of  the  WSA's: 
Mormon   Mountain,  Meadow  Valley  Range,   Clover  Mountains ,   Del  a mar 
Mountains,   and  the  South  Pahrock  Range. 

Thank  you, 


Peter  N.  Maurer 
P.O.  Box  523 
Minden,  NV  89423 
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Frank  Maxwell,  Wilderness  Team  Leader 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.O.  Box  26569 

Las  Vegas,  NV  89106 


January  2,  19B5 


1231  Bottlebrush  Place 
Oxnard,  CA  93030 


( BOS )  982-B3 11  <  Of  f i  ce  > 
<B05)  486-2700  (Home) 


following  five   WSA  '  o 


Dear  Mr.  Maxwell: 

I   would  like  register  my  support  of  tha 
and  their  acreages t 

Morman  Mountains  -  123,132  acres 
Meadow  Valley  Range  -  166,500  acrss 
Clover  Mountains  -  SB, 000  acres 
Delamar  Mountains  -  102,490  acres 
South  Pahrock  Range  -  28,395  acres 

As  you  know,  of  the  more  than  49  million  acres  of  BLM- 
administered  land  in  Nevada,  less  than  3  million  acres  are  being 
considered  for  wilderness.  I  personally  beleive  that  this  is 
minimal . 

When  we  feel  the  need  to  occasionally  break  away  from  a 
technologically  dominated  civilization  it  is  nice  to  know  that 
wilderness  is  the  "medicine"  we  need.  It  lifts  our  spirits  by 
renewing  our  ties  with  the  natural  world.  Other  creatures  need 
wilderness  probably  even  mora  than  we  dot  desert  bighorn  sheep, 
mule  deer,  ferruginous  hawks,  and  many  other  wildlife  species. 

I  have  spent  much  of  the  last  three  years  visiting  BLM  WBA ' s 
in  the  California  Desert  Conservation  Area  and  I  am  really 
impressed  by  the  beauty  and  wilderness  qualities  of  these  lands. 
They  might  well  be  characterized  as  "the  lands  nobody  knows"  .  I 
assume  Nevada  BLM  wilderness  Is  just  as  impressive  as  California 
BLM  wi 1 derness . 

I  hope  to  get  to  the  above  mentioned  WSA ' s  in  Nevada  and  walk 
on  them  to  really  experience  their  wilderness  qualities.  To  this 
end  could  you  please  send  me  any  maps  of  these  USA's  as  well  as 
other  WSA 's  in  Nevada  which  are  being  studied  for  their 
wilderness  qualities.  Experiencing  Nevada  wilderness  is  going  to 
have  tap  priority  for  me. 

Sincerely, 


M^e/^c^^{ 


Mike    McWhertar 
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Mr.    Frank  Maxwell 

EtS    TaamLeJder 

2LM  Lag   Vegas    District 

Lao   Vegaa,   NV  89126  14.11  84. 


Dear  Mr. Maxwell, 


Presently  I  am  writing     my  comments    to   the   caliente  RA  Draft  EIS 
and  need   the  additional  Information  and    clarification: 

1.  When  BLM  grants    a   right-of-way,    can    the   holder  of   your  permit 
lega-ly  ban  all   crossings  by   the   public  across   the   right-of  way 
and   by  doing   bo   blocking   vast  areas    from   publlo    access. to   BLM 
lands  beyond  having  no  other  easy  aocess? 

Caae  in  point  la   In  your  wilderness   DEIS  p  4-12  Becond   column 
a  mention  la  made    that   the  Union  Pacific  las  blocked  off  aocesa 
to    the   lands    (3LM)   into   3W  part   of  Glover  Mtn.    WSA. 
Any  other  WSA-s  blocked  off  by   existing  or  proposed   right-of-way 
grants? 

2.  Unfortunately  pour  Caliente   Wilde:neas  DEIS  WSA  maps  have  omltteJ 
the   information  of  all   ways   and   road  a     on  the   WSA  maps? 

Ihls   omission  makes   It   difficult    to    comment   on   suitability  Bor 
wilderness  based   on  naturalness.    You    she.   only   a    /ew  of    those 
which  you  plan  to   cherrystem!   You   prefer  not  to   inform   the   public 
of    the    extent   of   others.    Some   major   ones   like    the   Vigo    Canyon 
roadway   in  Meadow  Valley  Range    WSA  are   not    shown. 
Moreover  this   selective  omiasion  is   counter  to   the   common  practls 
by  other   BLM  Districts    reports   in   Nevada. 

I   invite   you    to    examine    for  example    the    Wells   RA   Wilderness    5\sch- 
nlcul    Report      maps   where    every  way   and    road    la    indicated   and 
Identified   with  a  number   so    that   the   public   has  a  clear  Idea  and 
cfln   specifically   commnet.    Like    the    Goshuta    Peak   WSA   Map-6    shows 
no   lesa   than  all  of  the   thirty  ways. 

our  presentation  leaves   a    false   and    pro-wildernesa   impreaslons.1 
Why  could    and    would    you   not    fottow  a   well   established   BLM  praotla? 

3.    Please    send  me   oopies  of  your  WSA  mapa   showing  all  ways  and    roai 
regardless   to  your  preference   for  or  agalnat   cherry  atemmlng. 
I   am    specially   In  need    for   the   following   WSA  unit   maps    for" 
Meadow  Valley;    Mormon  Mtns   and    Clover   Mtn   WSA-s 


Sincerely, 


Harry  Malta 
P.O.Box  64 
Porthlll,  ID 
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Response  to  Letter  110 

1.    Normally,  righta-of-way  are  fully  passable.   A  railroad  represents  a 
hazardous  situation.   Therefore,  a  legal  crossing  of  the  railroad 
requires  either  an  officially  dedicated  road  crossing  or  notification  of 
the  railroad  so  their  personnel  may  supervise  the  crossing  attempt.   Any 
other  crossing  may  create  a  liability  on  the  part  of  the  crosser.   The 
unofficial  access  at  Cottonwood  Creek  has  been  obtained  by  digging  out 
the  drainage-way  under  the  track  to  let  a  vehicle  underneath.   The 
barrier  is  created  by  flood  debris  filling  in  the  channel. 
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Mr. Kemp    Conn 
District  Manager 
P.O.Box   26569 
Laa   Vegas, OT     89126 


21.11.M 


V,- 


Dear  Mr,    Conn, 

Subject;    Caliente    Draft  Wilderness   EI3. 

General    Comments :      Where    Wilde rue 3 a   Areas   are    suggested   more    roads 
and    ways    should    be   cherry  stemmed.    Ga   90j£  hiking   in   primitive    and 
aemi-prinii  tive    setting  is  day  hiking.    Overnight   backpacking   is    in- 
frequent  and    is   likely   to    remain   ^0. 

On  p. 3-1    the   DEIS    states   with   theoretical   correctness   but   practical 
unreality:    "It    is   important    to    r-t member   that    lack   of   water  does   not 
preclude   wilderness   quality"   Quality  yes  but  practical  opportunity 
to   make   use   of   that    quality    -   NO.    Hiking  into    the   core   of   a   proposed 
WA   becomes  more   practical   from   a   support  vehicle   from   a   cherry stemmed 
way  or   road. 

Maps :    The   maps   included   with   the   report    are  misleading   in   that    these 
does   not    show  most   roads  or  ways    in   exiatance.    Thla   omission  makes    for 
the   public   difficult  to    comment,    I   invite    the    Team   Leader   to    study  how 
other   Districts    and    Resource   Areas   have   prepared    their    support  maps. 
As    example:    the   Elko    "1  strict,    Wells    Resource   Area    (RA)    has  drawn   in 
every   way   and    road.    Also   indexed    and   numbered    these   for   easy   comments. 
Their  Liveatock/v/atershed   map   for   Goshute    Peak(Map    -   6/haa   all    thirty 
ways    so   marked,'    So   have   others.    Why  not  Laa   Vegas   District? 
You   mentioned    Range   and    Township  references    frequently   in  your    text 
without  marking   this   information  on    the   margins    where    the   map a   do   not 
contain   that    information    (Example    :    Clover   Ktn. ,    Delamsr  Mtns   etc.) 
I  mention   these    it=ms    t*_   Illustrate    the    elimination  of   information 
which   could   weaken   the  naturalness   rating   in   the   proposed    WAa. 
This    DEIS  prowllderness    fervor  and    antl    ORV   reporting   at   times    goes 
to   extreue   albeit   humorous   lengthfi    On  p.3-6   under  listing   of   recreatio- 
nal  activities    the   recreation  planner  puts    frog  gigging  into    3rd  place 
on  his   list    and    ORV  use   into   15th  and   last   place) 

I „t  appears  that  the  Team's  personal  preferences  ovsrshadow  professio- 
nalism/ ORV  recrealoV  is  the  most  widely  ocurrlng  reoreational  use  in 
BLM  Laa   Vegas    District   and    that   fact    should    be    rccognlzed    in  your   DEIS. 


COMMENT  LETTER     1 1 1 


RESPONSE  LETTER    111 


Clover  Mtns,  NV-050-0139 

Supporti  Resource  Development  Alternative;  but  with  the  following 
conmenfa. 

This  alternative  preserves  the  outstanding  part  of  thia  area. 
Cherrystem  the  Cottonwood  Road  at  least  until  the  caille  fence  line 
in  the  SW  corner  in  see  30.  Thia  old  existing  road  offers  a  challenging 
approach  for  trailblke  oamping  and  day  hiking.  It  will  have  the  added 
advantage  making  the .A ah  Cr.  and  Pine  Cr.  available  for  moderate  length 
day  hiking.  This  cherrystemming  will  also  help  with  grazing  management. 

Provide  for  access  across  Union  Pacific  200'  rlgt-of-way.  This  currently 
blocks  off  large  BLK  area  as  even  your  own  W1R  states  on  p.  8. 

Belamar  Mtn.  NV -050-0177 

Support:    Preferred    Alternative    -   No    Wilderness, 

Rationale:   HE.ving  visited   this   WSA  I  concur  with  your  comments  why 
this   area    should   not  be   a    wilderness   area. 

Meadow  Valley   Range      NV-050-0156 

Support:    Resource   Development  Alternative. 

This    sets   aside    the   highest  wilderness   value   area.    Your   Preferred 

Alternative    will   push  out   traditional    ORV   recreation      enthusiasts    from 
Wildcat  'Wash  and  unreasonably   want   to  ban  ORV  activities  when  by  your 
owv   admission   in   ViR   p.    10;  2nd    column   you    admit  these   activities   leave 
but  vary   li ttleoverall    imprint.    Why   not  cherrystemnw*  it? 

Mormon  Mtna.    NV-05O-O161 

Support:    Preferred    Altera:; tlve„ 

I    concur   with  your   rationflleeven   the    frequent   overflight   will   greatly 
diminish   wilderness   values. 

South   P  ahroc    Range    NV-050-0132 

Support:    NO   Wilderness    Alternative 

When  attempting   semi    primitive   motorized    recreation   here    I    found    the 
low  flying   aircraft    so   annoying    that   I   found  it   advisable    to   move    else- 
where.   With  such  heavy  noise  pollution  destroying  wilderness   setting  it 
would   be    a  mockery    to   classify  any  lands   of    this    small    WSA   as    wildernea'* 


Sincerely, 


Harry  Melts 
P.O.Box  64 

Porthlll,  ID  83853 
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1.  The  passage  quoted  has  been  deleted  from  the  EIS.   Wilderness  Is 
established  for  more  than  JuBt  recreation  purposes.   It  is  alBO 
established  for  ecological  reasons.   During  the  cool  season,  water 
requirements  are  much  reduced  as  well. 

2.  Wsya  have  been  added  to  maps  as  well  as  township  and  range  data. 
Recreational  pursuits  were  not  listed  in  order  of  importance.   Thia  liat 
has  been  removed  from  the  text.   ORV  use  is  discussed  as  part  of  the 
recreation  iaaue,  which  indicates  its  importance. 

3.  Legally  crossing  the  railroad  requires  either  an  officially  dedicated 
road  crossing  or  notification  of  the  railroad  so  their  personnel  may 
supervise  the  croaBing  attempt.   Any  other  croBaing  may  create  a 
liability  of  the  part  of  the  croBser.   The  unofficial  access  at 
Cottonwood  Creek  has  been  obtained  by  digging  out  the  drainage-way  under 
the  track  to  let  a  vehicle  underneath. 

4.  There  are  nearly  limitless  opportunities  within  the  Resource  Area  for  ORV 
activities.   Closing  this  little-used  area  constitutes  an  insignificant 
impact.   Wildcat  WaBh  is  occasionally  used  by  ORVa,  but  it  doesn't  meet 
the  definition  of  a  "road"  and  therefore  cannot  be  cherrystemmed. 
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MICHAEL  S.  MEMBER 

10814  STONE  CANYON  Dr.  #1156 

DALLAS  .  TEXAS  75230 


FRANK  MAXWELL 
WILDERNESS  TEAM  LEADER 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 
P.O.  BOX  26569 
LAS  VEGAS  ,  NV  89106 

Dear  Mr.  Maxwell, 

Designation  of  complete  habitat  wilderness  areas  is  Important.  In  the 
desert  of  California  there  is  a  fence  that  devides  the  land  into  public  land  and 
the  Joshua  Tree  National  Monument.  I  remember  that  on  the  park  side  there  was 
a  diversity  of  plant  life  in  bloom.  On  the  public  side  there  were  dune  buggy 
tracks,  beer  cans,  22  shell  cases,  and  no  plant  life  in  bloom.  That  fence  was 
in  the  middle  of  the  valley  such  that  hiking  on  a  small  hill  in  the  park  would 
make  visible  the  eye  sore. 

The  above  example  shows  the  need  for  federal  help  to  keep  our  heritage  from 
being  destroyed  by  the  few, and  that  there  must  be  proper  planning.  There  are 
five  wilderness  areas  that  need  to  be  designated  as  BLM  wilderness.  There 
total  area  would  only  be  10%  of  the  land  in  Nevada.  Those  areas  are  Mormon 
Mountains  (123,132  acres),  Measow  valley  Range  (166,500  acres),  Clover 
Mountains  (88,000  acres),  Delamar  Mountains  [102,490  acres),  and  South  Pahrock 
Range  (28,395  acres). 

A  complete  habitat  is  an  area  that  can  exist  without  having  special  problems. 
Sk^ please  designation  the  above  lands. 


'-*1^ 
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2900  South 

Glebe 

Road,  #508 

Arlington, 

Virgi 

lia 

22206 

w  Ci*  {  ^,22'Janu^rj^}9S5* 

Frank  Maxwell,  Wilderness  Team  Leader 

"j.j** 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.  0.  Box  26569 

Las  Vegas,  Nevada   89106 

Dear  Sir: 

I  support  establishing  widernesses  of  the 

acreag 

es 

below  for  th< 

se 

Wilderness  Study  Areas  i 

Clover  Mountains:  88,000  acres 

Delamar  Mountains i  102,490  acres 

Meadow  Valley  Range:  166,500  acres 

Mormon  Mountains:  123,132  acres 

South  Pahrock  Range:  28,395  acres 

Wilderness  designation  is  necessary  to  protect 

the  natural  values,  wi 

ldlife 

habitat  and  recreational  opportunites  of  these 

lands 

for 

the  enjoymer 

t 

of  all. 

Sincerely, 

•  -f" 

f 

5 

lu 

i**-U  u»CA 

Thomas  J.  Messenger 

"<                             '_         ''■   >'■ 
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Helen  P.  Mitas 

5445  Goldenrod 
Reno,  Nevada  89511 


Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89106 


Mr.  Maxwell: 

There  was  a  time  when  I  thought  that  saving  a  "little"  of  our  desert 
lands  was  enough.   Desert  was  basically  uninhabited  and  useless.  What 
better  place  for  cities  to  be  built.  Leave  the  rich  fertile  lands  for 
farms  and  wilderness. 

Of  course  I  was  wrong.   I  have  learned  how  varied  and  important  the 
wildlife  of  the  desert  is   I  have  learned  that  it  takes  more  than  just 
a  few  acres  to  protect  a  species  such  as  the  bighorn  or  the  mule  deer. 

I  wish  to  express  my  support  for  the  following  acreages  in  wilderness 

areas: 

Mormon  Mountains  -  123,132  acres 

Meadow  Valley  Range  -  166,500  acres 

Clover  Mountains  -  88,000  acres 

Delamar  Mountains  -  102,490  acres 

South  Pahrock  Range  -  28,395  acres 

Less  acreage  or  less  than  wilderness  designation  for  these  unique  and 
important  areas  would  bring  to  a  sad  fate  the  many  inhabitants  of 
this  beautiful  desert  land. 


Helen  P.  Mita 

5445  Goldenro 
Reno,  Nevada 
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P.O.  Box  324 
Skagway,  AK  99840 
January  25,  1985 

Frank  Maxwell 

Wilderness  Team  Leader  "■  :  *r : ._* 
Bureau  of  Land  Management.  .s 
P.O.  Box  26569     ■  -   --  .  ' 
Las  Vegas,  NV  89106  .    \   .  .:.    j 

Mr.  Maxwell; 

Within  the  Caliente  Resource  area,  there  are 
presently  five  natural  areas  that  are  being  con- 
sidered for  wilderness  designation.   They  are  the 
Mormon  Mountains,  Meadow  Valley  Range,  Clover  Moun- 
tains, Delamar  Mountains,  and  the  South  Pahrock 
Range.   The  BLM  recently  released  its  own  recommen- 
dations regarding  the  future  land  use  in  these  areas, 
and  I  believe  that  they  fall  well  short  of  their 
proper  wilderness  acreages.   1  feel  the  following 
areas  deserve  the  suggested  wilderness  acreages: 

Mormon  Mountains  --  123,132  acres 
Meadow  Valley  Range  --  166,500  acres 
Clover  Mountains  —  88,000  acres 
Delamar  Mountains  --  102,490  acres 
S.  Pahrock  Range  --  28,395  acres 

Each  of  these  acreages  are  some  of  the  rela- 
tively few  areas  being  proposed  for  wilderness  desig- 
nation in  Nevada,  a  state  with  much  open  land  but 
very  little  designated  wilderness  land.   Together, 
they  offer  outstanding  scenery,  valuable  wildlife 
habitat,  watershed  preservation,  and  other  valuable 
characteristics . 

Please  consider  the  above  acreages  for  desig- 
nated wilderness  protection. 


Sincerely,       ; 
Frank  Norris 


•Ootid  W.  O'Kryatt 

1 5  SO  Allot  Stud 

Ktm.  JSmk  39509 
December    25. 


1984 


Dear  Mr.    Maxwell t 


I  would  like   to -express  my   support  of  wilderness  de- 
signation  for   the    following   five   areast 

Mormon   Mountains — 123,132   acres 
Meadow   Valley   Range--l66,500   acres 
Clover  Mountains — 88,000   acres 
Delamar   Mountains — 102,490   acres 
South   Pahrock   Range — 28,395  acres. 

I   believe    that   wilderness   designation   for   these  areas 
would    secure    their  wildlife   potential,    which   le   very 
Important    to  me    and    to  many   other      hunters    in    Nevada. 
Through   this   designation    the   land   may   be   preserved 
for   future   generations   and    for   the   widest   possible 
enjoyment   of   all    the   people. 

Thank  you   very   mucli. 


Sincerely, 
Dan   0' Bryan 
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KURTO.  OTLEY,  Ph.D. 


Mr.  Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Laa  Vegas,  NV  89106 


Dear  Sir, 


December  26,  198*J- 


The  BLH  review  of  the  projeoted  wilderness  areas 
in  Nevada  is  of  great  significance  for  the  protection 
of  the  wildlife  and  the  reoreational  opportunities  of 
these  areas.  Please  protect  the  following  Wilderness 
Study  Areas  in  the  stated  aoreagesi 

Mormon  Mountains  --  123.132  acres 
Meadow  Valley  Range  —  166,500  acres 
Clover  Mountains  —  88,000  acres 
Delamar  Mountains  --  1 02,^90  acres 
South  Pahrock  Range  —  28,395  acres 

Thank  you  for  guarding  our  interests. 

Sincerely, 
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DAVID  N.  PADDOCK 

BflQ  CUNTON  AVENUE     ■     NORTH  PLAINFTELD.  NIW  JEEBEV  07O30 
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December  27,  1984 

TO:  Kemp  Conn,  District  Manager 
4765  W.  Vegas  Drive 
Us  Vegas,  NV  89126 


FROM:  Becky  Parr 

5303  Stampa  Ave. 
Las  Vegas,  NV  89102 


RE:  Caliente  DRAFT  Wilderness  Environmental  Impact  Statement 


Dear  Mr.  Conn, 

I  would  like  to  take  this  opportunity  to  express  my  views  on  the  Caliente 
Draft  Wilderness  Environmental    Impact  Statement.     Wilderness  for  Nevada  is 
an  important  issue.     The  Wilderness  Study  Areas  {WSA's}  described  in  the  draft 
and  technical   reports  deserve  recognition  and.  inclusion  in  the  recommendations 
sent  to  the  President.     The  need  for  wilderness  in  close  proximity  to  a  major 
metropolitan  area,   i.e.   Las  Vegas,  cannot  be  stressed  enough.     As  Las  Vegas 
and  the  surrounding  areas  grow,  the  pressures  of  urban  life  will   require  a 
place  of  solitude  and  aesthetic  beauty  within  reach  of  the  community.     An 
outlet  for  suburban  residents  to  retreat  to,  or  just  to  know  a  retreat  is 
available,  would  enhance  the  quality  of  life  for  residents. 

The  five  subject  WSA's  have  qualities  that  make  each  worthy  of  selection  as 
a  wilderness  area.     The  Bureau  of  Mines  has  stated  on  page  5-2  the  need  to 
wait  to  develope  boundaries  for  the  WSA's  according  to  Resource  Development 
Alternatives  or  recommend  in  its  place  the  No  Action  Alternative.     However, 
a  compromise  based  on   information  in  the  draft  and  technical   reports  lead  me 
to  suggest  the  following: 
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MORMON   MOUNTAINS    -    (0161)    -   WILDERNESS   ACCENT  ALTERNATIVE 

This   choice  would   preserve  wilderness   values.      Habitat  would  be  protected  and 
excluding  the  bajadas  -  as  suggested  on  page  4-10  of  the  draft  -  would 
eliminated  manageability  problems  related  to  ORV  use.     As  for  minerals   I  agree 
with  Bureau  of  Land  Management's   (BLM)  Wilderness  Accent  Alternative  choice, 
page  4-40.     More  on  this  at  the  end  of  the  presentation. 

SOUTH    PAHROCK   -    (0132}    -   PREFERRED  ALTERNATIVE 

This  area   is  an  outstanding  wilderness  area  and  close  to  Las  Vegas   (100  wiles 
distant).     Manageability  would  not  be  a  problem  because  of  the  terrain.     Wildlife 
habitat  would  be  preserved. 

CLOVER  MOUNTAINS    -    (0139)    -   WILDERNESS  ACCENT  ALTERNATIVE 

I   agree  with  the  Sierra  Club's  slight  enlargement  of  the  boundary  of  this  WSA. 
This  offers  a  unique  opportunity  to  preserve  the  entire  Cottonwood  Canyon 
drainage  basin. 

MEADOW  VALLEY   RANGE   -    (0156)    -  WILDERNESS  ACCENT  ALTERNATIVE 
This   choice  includes   the   bajada.      Bajadas  are  generally  excluded  because  of 
manageability  problems.     However,   including  this  bajada  in  this  WSA  enhances 
the  area.     Wildlife,  especially  bighorn  sheep,  would  benefit. 

DELMAR  MOUNTAINS   -   (0177)    -   WILDERNESS  ACCENT  ALTERNATIVE 
This  choice  would  be  beneficial   to  wildlife  habitat,   in  particular  deer  and 
bighorn  sheep.     Manageability  would  be  maintained  by  excluding  the  bajada  as 
described  in   the  draft  page  4-38. 

The  Classification  of  Minerals  Potential   and  The  Explanation  of  Mineral   Groups 
used  by  the  BLM   is   a   fair  and  objective  classification  method.      Relative 
ranking  can   be  used  to  judge  mineral    deposits   and  oil   or  gas   potential    along 
with  such  deposits  in  other  localities,  states,  and  countries  without  arbitrary 
designation.     Methods  based  on  inferred  occurances  would  eliminate  areas 
unneccessarily,     Unless  there   is  definite  evidence  of,  or  proven'need  for, 
minerals  and/or  oil  and  gas  these  WSA's  should  be  classified  using  the  BLM 
method.      I   hope  future  WSA  impact  statements     will   use  this  same  method. 

Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to  consider  my  views. 


Sincerely, 
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605  Bainbridge  St. 
Foster  City,  CA  9^404 
December  27,,    198** 


Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  NV  69IO6 


Dear  Mr.  Maxwelli 


I  must  say  that  I  am  extremely  disappointed  by  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management's  paltry  wilderness  recommendations  for  the 
Caliente  Resource  Area.  Only  through  wilderness  designation 
can  the  outstanding  natural  values  of  this  area  be  adequately 
protected,  I  strongly  urge  you  to  adopt  the  wilderness  pro- 
posal advocated  by  conservationists  for  these  lands  1 

Mormon  Mountains  --  123,132  acres 
Meadow  Valley  Range  --  166,500  acres 
Clover  Mountains  --  88,000  acres 
Delmar  Mountains  --  102,^90  acres 
South  Pahrock  Range  --  28,395  acres 

I  sincerely  hope  that  the  BLM  will  do  a  better  job  of 
recommending  wilderness  in  the  future.  Thank  you  for  your 
time  and  consideration. 

Sincerely , 
Anthony  Presutto 


Frank  Maxwell  1-6-85 

Wilderness  Team  Leader 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.O.  Box  26569 

Las  Vegas,  NV   89106 

Mike  Price 

907*  Akin 

Ft.  Collins, CO  80521 

Sear  Mr.  Maxwell, 

While  travelling  to  the  western  American  Literature 
Convention   in  Reno  last  fall  I  had  .the  opportunity  to 
talk  to  many  Nevada  residents.   As  I  had  not  seen  much 
of  the  state  before  I  asked  questions  about  places  to 
see,  particularly  unspoiled  places  where  one  might  find 
solitude,  wildlife,  and  rich  desert  scenery.   Two  places 
recommended  for  this  were  the  Mormon  Mountains  and  the 
Delamar  Mountains. 


Recently  it  has  come  to  my  atte 
is  in  the  process  of  reviewing  Nevad 
wilderness  designation.  please  supp 
protection  for  123,132  acres  in  the 
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the  Meadow  Valley  Range ,  88,000  acre 
Mountains,  and  23 1 395  acres  in  the  S 
While  the  basin  and  range  topography 
the  tourist  crowds  that  Yosemite  and 
there  are  still  those  of  us  out  here 
the  same. 


ntion  that  the  BLM 
a  lands  suitable  for 
ort  full  wilderness 
Mormon  Mountains, 

166,500  acres  in 
s  in  the  clover 
outh  Pahrock  Range, 
qiay  never  draw 
Yellowstone  do 
who  love  it  just 


Please  keep  me  informed  of  the  progress  of  your 
review.   I  hope  that  wilderness  lands  in  Nevada  do  not 
go  the  way  of  the  Old  West — to  exist  in  myth, .movies, 
and  literature  only. 


Sincerely , 


Michael  D.  Price 
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P.O.  Box  846 
Minden ,  Nevada 
December  28,  1984 

Prank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  NV  89106 

Dear  Sir: 

I  am  shocked  to  learn  that,  of  the  more 
than  49  million  acres  of  BLM-administered  land  in 
my  State  of  Nevada,  less  than  5  million  acres  are 
being  considered  for  wilderness  and  that  8LM  is 
proposing  to  turn  much  of  that  hack  t o  deve lopment . 

First,  formerly  from  the  East  Coast,  I  now 
have  a  deep  love  of  the  desert.   Under  a  high  noon 
sun  it  5 peaks  validly  of  the  harsher  aspects  of  life, 
but  not  as  a  wasteland.   Later  the  sun  si  ants,  huge 
shapes  stand  out ,  varied  colors  appear  among  the 
tawny,  white  and  black,  cumulus  clouds  float  making 
shadow  designs  on  the  hills  -  a  gripping,  commanding 
stark  beauty,  a  glory  saying  something  about  1 ife 
and  Beyond.   A  society  also  needs  what  is  not 
technologically  useful  to  preserve  its  spirit  of 
concerned  goodwill  and  to  keep  the  U.S.  culture  from 
sinking  into  greed  and  the  desecration  of  all 
natural  values. 

I  am  greatly  concerned  about  the  following 
Wilderness  Study  Areas: 

Mormon  Mountains  --  123,132  acres 
Meadow  Valley  Range  --  166,500  acres 
Clover  Mountains  --  88,000  acres 
He  lama r  Mountains  --  102,490  acres 
South  Pahrock  Range  =-  28,395  acres 

All  this  acreage  should  be  designated  wilderness 

as  there  is  nothing  like  these  areas  under  wi Id  erne ss 

proFect ion . 

Wilderness  designation  is  the  best  way  to 
preserve  nature  in  all  its  variety,  protect. wildl ife 

habitats  and  provide  recreational  opportunities 
of  a  certain  type  in  our  State  of  Nevada. 


A  Sincere  Lover  of  The  Desert, 
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Reno,  Nev.   89503 
December  26,  1984 


Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  Nev.    89106 

Dear  Mr .   Maxwell : 

I  am  writing  in  regard  to  the  five  wilderness  study  areas  in 
the  Caliente  Resource  Area,  to  support  their  official  designation 
as  wilderness.  I  strongly  believe  that  a  wilderness  designation 
for  all  five  areas  is  necessary  to  protect  not  only  valuable 
wildlife  habitat,  but  also  recreational  opportunities  that  may 
become  increasingly  rare  as  Nevada's  population  grows. 

local 


In    accordance    with    the    proposals    made    by 
conservationists,  I  support  the  inclusion  of  123,132  acres  in  the 
Mormon   Mountains,   88,000  acres  in  the  Clover  Mountains, 
acres   in  the  South  Pahrock  Range,   166,500  acres  in 


23,395 

the  Meadow 
Valley  Ranged  "and  the  creation'of  a  102,490  acre  wilderness  area 
in  the  Delamar  Mountains.  I  hope  that  these  acreages  will  be 
included  in  the  final  wilderness  recommendations. 


Sincerely, 


*t 


^ 


C.     E.    Raymond 
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P.0.    Box   162 

Carson   City,    Nevada   89702 

December   21,    198tf 

Mr.    Frank   Maxwell 

Wilderness    Team   Leader 

Bureau   of   Land  Management 

P.O.    Box  26569 

Las    Vegaa,    Nevada  89106 

Dear  Mr,    Maxwell 1 

We    support  wilderness    designation  of   all 

qualifying  wild 

lands    administered   by   the    Bureau   of   Land 

Management   in 

Nevada. 

We   urge   you   to   reoommend  maximum   acreage 

3  for  preservation 

in   the    Galiente    Resource   Area  now  under 

tonsideration, 

as   follows  t 

Mormon  Mountains                    123 $    132 

acres 

Meadow  Valley   Range             166,    500 

M 

Clover  Mountains                      88,    000 

11 

Delamar   Mountains                  102,    ^90 

11 

South  Pahrock   Range               28,    395 

11 

/^^^jK^^b 

4         £>¥■ 

U2a~-+~**-+ — 

oS/       RormariReimera 

Eleanor   Reimers 
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Vikki  and  Danny  Riddle 

5824  Velma  Avenue 

Las  Vegas,   Nevada      99108 


December  26,    1984 

Mr.    Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.   Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,   Nevada        89106 

Re:     Wilderness  Areas   in  Nevada 

Dear  Mr.   Maxwell: 

We  understand  that  the  BLM  is  reviewing  the  Caliente  Resource  Area  of 
Lincoln  County  for  wilderness  designation.  The  intent  of  our  letter  is  to 
encourage  your  agency  to  maximize  the  wilderness  areas   in  Nevada. 

We  agree  with  other  conservationists  proposals  to  designate  the  following 
areas  as  wilderness  and  allocate  the  acreage  accordingly: 

Morman  Mountains  -   123,132  acres 
Meadow  Valley  Range  -  166,500  acres 
Clover  Mountains  -  88,000  acres 
Delamar  Mountains  -  102,490  acres 
South  Pahrock  Range  -  28,395  acres 

We  are  very  active  in  the  great  outdoor  expanses  of  Nevada,   particularly 
the  northeastern  section.      In  all  of  our  out-of-state  travels,   we  have  never 
seen  anything  quite  like  this  area  of  Nevada.      It  has   it's  own  unique 
topography  and  solitude  unmatched   in  any  other  state. 

_      Our  wish  is   to  have  these  lands  protected  because  of  their  unique  beauty, 
wildlife,    and  recreational  opportunity  to  be  enjoyed  by  all.      We  feel  we 
already  have  enough  other  area  to  be  developed  and  used  up  by  other  special 
interests. 

The  size  of  the  wilderness  is  very  important  to  help  it  retain  wilderness 
qualities.  There  are  so  many  places  already  accessible  now  via  4-wheel  drive 
or  A.T.V.      If  some  area   is  yet  unspoiled,    lets  strive  to  keep   it   that  way. 

Each  September  since  1979  we  have  spent  10  days  or  more  in  the  Jarbidge 
Wilderness  of  Nevada.      We  truly  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  walk  a  few  miles 
and  enjoy  the  untouched  beauty,   view  the  wildlife,    and  feel   the  outstanding 
solitude  we  require  to  refuel  us  for  our  city  life. 
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Please  consider  these  proposed  areas  very  carefully. 


Sincerely, 


Vilsjti  Riddle 
Danny  M.    Riddle 
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January  21,  1985 

Mr.    Kemp  Conn,   D.H.                  ' 

las   Vegas     Dist. 

Bureau  of  land  Management 

Box  26569 

las   Vegas  NV  89126 

Dear  Mr,    Connt 

I  am  concerned  about  siae  and  number  of  wilderness  area  withdrawals 

and/or  designations.      They  should  be  as  many  and  as  large  as  possible, 

and  as  soon  as  possible,   in  my  opinion.     The  opponents'   reasoning  that 

"wilderness"   means  a  "lock-up"    for  use  by  a  few  or  a  s'mall  minority  is  fal- 

lacious. 

If  we  are  ft'  culture  of  relative  permanence,    it -is  expected  that  our 

descendants  will  live  in  Nevada  for  far  longer  than  our  ancestors  did. 

If  so,    most  of  the  public  has  not  yet  been  born.      To  me  this  is  the  most 

compelling  reason'  for  preserving  all  of  the  small  fragments   of  natural  en- 

vironment that  we  possibly  can. 

From  this  view,    I  contend  that  exploiting  these  choice  areas  for 

any  purpose  by  this  generation  is  sheer  greed,      I  can't  excuse  it. 

Sincerely , 

iA^-   Ra^^J^-M^ 

(Joseph  H.   Robertson 
920  Evans  Ave. 
Reno  NV  89512 
JHRiyr 

■ 

' 

BHMHRHIWWHpBPBP 


.  ..  ■  ■.:    ;  ..   :-.: 


COMMENT  LETTER        1 4 1 


COMMENT  LETTER      142 


CHARLES  A.  RODEWALD 

1347  WOODSIDE  DRIVE 

SAN  LUIS  DBISPO.  CALIFORNIA  93401 


Mr.  Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderne5B  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  26569 

Las  Vegas,  Nevada   89106 

Dear  Mr.  Maxwell: 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  administers  about  49  million  acres 
of  land  in  Nevada.  About  10— percent  o-f  that  land  has  been 
considered  -for  wilderness  designation.  The  BLM  is  considering 
giving  up  much  o-f  that  land  for  development.  I  am  writing  you  to 
encourage  you  to  reconsider  that  position.  I  am  especially 
concerned  about  the  f ol lowi  ng  Wi  1 derness  Study  Areas: 

Mormon  Mountains 123, 132  acres 

Meadow  Valley  Range 166,500  acres 

Clover  Mountains 88,000  acres 

Del  a  mar  Mauntai  ns 102  ,  490  acres 

South  Pahrock  Range 2B ,  395  acres 

Each  of  the  above  areas  has  its  own  uni  que  wi 1 derness  val ues . 
Careful  at tent i  on  to  those  val ues  shoul d  be  made  pr  i  or  to  any 
change  in  the  current  USA  desi gnat  ion  for  the  areas. 

I  appreciate  your  thoughtful ness  in  this  regard . 

Thank  you. 


Si  ncerel y  yours 


Charles  A.  Rodewald 
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January  15,  198$ 


Frank  Maxwel 1 

Wl  1 derness  Team  Leader 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.O.  Box  26569 

Las  Vegas,  NV  89IO6 

Dear  Mr.  Maxwel 1 : 

We  are  writing  to  express  our  support  for  wilderness  designation  of 
several  areas  of  public  lands  in  the  state  of  Nevada.   We  believe  in 
the  setting  aside  of  these  unique  areas  as  the  jnost  realistic  way  to 
protect  our  lands  so  that  we  and  future  generations  will  be  able  to 
enjoy  our  natural  heritage.   Federal  legislation  is  the  only  way  to 
do  this.   As  native  Nevadans,  we  have  watched  the  degradation  of 
beautiful  Lake  Tahoe  -  a  national  treasure  -  all  because  there  was  not  a 
powerful   enough  entity  to  protect  what  shou|d  be  a  protected  place 
of  world-class  beauty.   We  do  not  wish  to  see  this  happen  to  other 
beautiful  areas  of  our  state.   Like  it  or  naf>  when  economic  values 
become  foremost  -  all  other  values  are  set  aside. 

Therefore,  we  are  urging  yau  to  consider  proposals  for  the  following 
acreages  to  be  designated  as  wilderness  areas.   They  are; 

Mormon  Mountains  -  123,132  acres 
Meadow  Valley  Range  -  166,500  acres 
Clover  Mountains  -    88,000  acres 
Delamar  Mountains  -  102,^90  acres 
South  Pahrock  Range  -  28,395  acres 

Because  we  believe  in  the  value  of  wilderness  for  our  country  and  our 
people,  we  feel'  very  strongly  that  we  should  do  all  in  our  power  to 
help  preserve  the  wilderness  aspect  of  our  state.   Nevada  is  the  only 
western  state  which  does  not  have  a  national  park  in  its  boundaries. 
A  small  minority  of  Nevadans  have  dictated  what  happens  to  public 
lands  within  this  state  for  far  too  long  -  namely  the  livestock  and 
mining  groups.   It  is  time  that  the  wishes  of  the  majority  are   heeded. 

We  urge  you  to  consider  the  above-named  areas  for  wilderness  recommenda- 


S I ncere ly , 


■<^4Uj- 


Catharine   D.    Sanders 


Scott    C.    Sanders 


Archable    O'Neill     Sanders 
3100    Slater    Avenue 
Reno,    NV    89503 
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267  South  Street 

New  Providence,  N.  J.  07974- 

December  25,  1984 


Mr.  Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.  0.  Box  26569 
Las  Veg3s ,  Nevada 

Dear  Mr.  Maxwell: 


I  am  very  concerned  about  wilderness  designations  in 
BLM  lands  in  Nevada,  particularly  the  lack  of  any 
such  designations  in  the  Delamar  Mountains  and  the 
small  acreage  recommended  for  the  Mormon  Mountains. 
I  think  at  least  100,000  acres  should  be  set  aside 
in  each  of  these  regions  and  a  much  larger  wilderness 
area  in  the  Meadow  Valley  range. 

With  our  growing  population  and,  we  all  hope,  growing 
prosperity,  development  pressures  are  getting  ever 
more  intense.  Consequently  we  should  set  aside  as 
much  wilderness  as  possible,  now,  while  it's  still 
there  to  be  set  aside. 


Sincerely, 

G,  E.  Schindler,  Jr. 


Frank  Maxwell, 

It  has  recently  come  to  my  attention  that  5  areas  in  Nevada 
are  being  considered  for  Wilderness  designation.  I  strongly 
support  this  action  as  Wilderness  status  offers  the  best  pro- 
tection for  these  unique  and  fragile  areas.  I  urge  the  following 
acreages  he  designated  Wilderness: 

Mormon  Mountains-  I23p  \yi    at:res 
Meadow  Valley  Range-  166,500  acres 
Clover  Mountains-  88,000  acres 
Delamar  Mountains-  102,490  acres 
South  Pahrock  Range-  28,595  acres 

It  is  very  important  that  Nevadans  protect  more  of  their 

beautiful  state.  Wilderness  designation  is  the  best  method  to 

protect  Nevada's  rescources  for  all  Nevadans:  the  desert 

tortoise,  the  desert  bighorn,  ferruginous  hawKs  as  well  as 

people . 

Thank-you, 

Marcia  Schmelzer 
4-112  Mill  St. 
Reno,  NV  89502 
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February  1,  1985 


Mr.  Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada      89106 

Dear  Mr.  Maxwellj 

I  am  concerned  about  the  BLH'  3  upcoming  review  of  Wilderness  Areas 
in  Nevada.    As  an  American  citizen  vitally  Interested  in  conserving  what  little 
la   left  of  our  prime  wilderness  areas,    I  wish  to  urge  you  and  your  associates  to 
seriously  consider  keeping  as  much  as   possible  of  Nevada's  wildarness  just  that  - 
Wilderness  Areas.    Please  do  not  consider  development  -  wa  have  too  r.-uch  of  that 
in  other  states  and  usually  poor  planning  goes  with  it. We  need  to  keep  the 
following  Nevada  areas  intact  as  wildenness   areas  for  our  children  and  grandchildren 
to  enjoy  in  decades  to  comej 

The  Caliente  Resource  Area  which   encompasses! 

1.  Mormon  Mountains 

2.  Meadow  Valley  Range 

3.  Clover  Mountains 
h.  Delamar  Mountains 
5.  South  Pahrock  Range 

I  strongly  urge  you  to  keep  these  areas  as  Wildnerness  Areas 
without  road  building,  campgrounds  or  modern  amenities,  leaving  them  pristine  in 
quality,  accessible  only  through  trails,  walkways  and  such  so  that  they  can  be 
preserved  forever  as  part  of  our  natural  American  history. 


Thank  you  for  your  consideration 

lours  very  truly,       /■  ^ 

'--'  -   ■         /   •/-'  / 


ERIKA  SCHNURMANN 
BEAVER  BROOK  GARDENS 
209  COMLY  RD.  APT.  L-l 
LINCOLN  PARK,  NJ  07035 
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fllghthouae  Point*  fflorlde    JJ064 
October  2,   19&4 

Mr*  Reap  dona,  Dlitrio*  Manager 

Attn  i:  Ob  1  lent e  Wilderneee  DB»  Teen  Leader 

Bureau  Of  Land   Management 

F»£U  Box  26569 

Las    V/egnfl,   HEvade    89126 

Sear  Mr*.  Oonn  %■ 

ftsgarding  the   Oaltaate  Draft  Wilderneea  Bnvlronmental   Itapeot  Statement, 

II  aupport  the  All  tfilderaeie-  Alternative  dtaignating  five  wllderneaa.  areaa 

totaling  "^S,  ^25  aorese.     Thia  notion  would  help  protect  bighorn 

■heap  and  other  wildlife. .    S    ia   important  that  theae    landa   be   added 

to,  the  Wllderneeo   System  for  their  primitive,,  natural,,    reareetional  „  end- 

wlldlife  valuee..    Thank  you   for  thla  opportunity  to    aomment* 


Sincerely* 


Z^S^Ml« 
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2-4  December  1984 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Box  26569 

Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89106 

ATTNt   Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Teas 

Sir» 

I  read  that  Mormon  Mountains,  Delamar  Mountains, 
Meadow  Valley  Range,  Clover  Mountains,  and  the 
South  Pahrock  Range  are  being  evaluated  for  their 
fitness  to  be  classified  as  wilderness  areas,  and 
the  areas  properly  included  in  thatoclassification. 

Nov,  at  my  age  I  don't  go  stomping  around 
over  the  landscape  evaluating  which  rock  should 
be  enshrined  and  vhich  clump  of  sagebrush  should 
be  in  a  museum,  but  I  can  tell  you  this:   I  can 
live  practically  anyplace  on  the  face  of  this  earth 
that  has  a  postal  system  and  accepts  American  mon- 
ey —  and  I  live  in  Nevada.   I  live  here  because  I 
like  looking  up  at  a  truly  blue  sky,  and  I  like  a 
vista  that  presents,  though  harsh  and  sparse,  a 
totally  unscarred  prospect.  And  I  would  like  to 
keep  it  that  way,  not  only  for  myself  but  for  as 
many  other  generations  beyond  me  as  I  can  imagine. 

The  tendency  in  evaluating  a  thing  like  this, 
even  with  the  greatest  of  goodwill r  is  to  says  Well, 
okay,  but  we  can  eliminate  this,  and  ve  can  get  along 
without  that,  and  we  really  don't  need  this  other. 
Almost  surely  not  so. 

The  general  rule  that  less  is  more  doesn't 
apply*  in  this  case  more  is  more  —  for  a  vital 
reason t   Genus  Homo  has  spent  the  entire  span  of 
his  existence  in  a  desperate  struggle  to  tame  the 
wilderness,  so  it  is  almost  impossible  to  comprehend 
a  sincere  effort  to  truly  nourish  that  enemy. 

We  are,  however,  a  product  of  that  very  enemy, 
and  when  it  is  totally  vanguished  so  may  we  be. 


for  a  tamed  nature  can  never  be  released  for  the 
simple  reason  that  it  no  longer  exists. 

So,  in  your  evaluations  and  recommendations 
on  this  subject,  remember  that  more  really  is 
more  —  and  immeasurably  better. 

Sincerely, 


MnwwwamnMMnMHMWi 
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January  14,  1985 


2127  E.  Osborn 
Phoenix,  AZ  85016 


Frank  Maxwell ,  Wilderness  Team  Leader 

BLM 

PO  Box  26569 

Las  Vegas,  NV   89106 


Dear  Mr .  Maxwell , 

I'd  like  to  submit  these  comments  for  the  record  on  the  BLM's  draft 
wilderness  suitability  receonmendations  in  the  Caliente  Resource  Area. 

I  am  personally  familiar  with  many  of  these  areas,  and  I'm  greatly 
concerned  that  the  BLM  recommendations  are  not  recognizing  the 
spectacular  contribution  these  areas  could  make  to  the  National 
Wilderness  Preservation  System. 

The  Mormon  Mountains  and  Meadow  Valley  Range  areas  are  essentially  one 
area  divided  only  by  the  Union  Pacific  Railroad  tracks.  There  is  an 
opportunity  here  to  preserve  a  major  desert  ecosystem  that  is  important 
habitat  for  desert  tortoise  and  bighorn  sheep  --  both  of  which  need 
large  areas  buff  erred  from  encroaching  civilization  to  survive.  Saving  only 
a  mountain  ridge  misses  completely  the  chance  to  save  a  view  and  a  unique 
surrounding  desert  not  well  represented  in  our  wilderness  system  now. 
Please  support  a  proposal  for  Mormon  Mountains  that  includes  123,  132 
acres,  and  the  conservationists1  proposal  for  166,500  acres  for  Meadow 
Val ley  Range . 

The  Clover  Mountains  provides  the  opportunity  to  save  an  entire 
watershed  intact.  An  88,000  acre  proposal  would  capture  the  remainder 
of  the  drainage  not  recommended  by  the  BLM  for  protection. 

The  Delamar  Mountains  would  provide  a  significant  addition  to  the 
proposed  wilderness  for  the  Desert  National  Widllife  Refuge.  Recommending 
no  wilderness  here  ignores  the  contribution  this  area  could  make  to 
protecting  and  providing  bighorn  sheep  habitat. 

The  BLM  is  to  be  commended  for  recommending  for  wilderness  the  South 
Pahroc  Range.  It's  a  special  area  to  those  who  know  it  —  a  classic 
wilderness  area! 

Thank  you  for  this  opportunity  to  comment.  I  hope  you  will  be  able  to 
expand  your  recommendations  to  capture  larger  areas  before  it  is  too 
late  and  only  remnant  remain. 

Sincerely, 
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December  2$,    196^ 

Hello, 

My  name  le  Don  Soileau  and  I  am  currently 
enrolled  as  a  student  at  tne  University  of  Alas- 
Ka  -  Fairbanks,  but  for  the  last  seven  years 
have  been  working  in  various  National  Parks  for 
private  concessioners.   Death  Valley  National 
Monument  is  one  of  the  parks  where  I  was  employed 
for  two  winters.   I  mention  this  only  to  esta- 
blish that  I  am  familiar  with  the  type  of  ter- 
rain under  consideration  fur  wilderness  desig- 
nation in  the  Callente  Resource  Area.  Obviously, 
I  would  not  have  spent  the  last  seven  years  of 
my  life  working  in  National  Parks  and  Monuments 
if  they  didn't  hold  some  appeal  for  me,  but  more 
importantly,  during  the  course  of  tnose  seven 
years,  I  have  personally  seen  the  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  visitors  who  come  from  all  across 
the  nation  and,  indeed,  from  around  tne  world 
to  visit  America's  Wonderlands.   It  is  for  this 
reason  that  I  am  reccommending  that  we  continue 
this  admirable  tradition  of  preserving  our  wild- 
erness neritage,  not  only  for  the  enjoyment  of 
those  of  us  who  care  for  wilderness  today,  but 
also  as  an  acknowledgement  of  our  responsibility 
DENALI  NATIONAL  PABK,  ALASKA  93755  13071  683-3215 
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to  future  generations.   These  are  my  specific 

recommendations  for  tne  five  WSAs  under  consi- 

deration: 

Mormon  Mountains  --  123,132  acres 

..eadow  Valley  Range  —  166,500  acres 

Clover  Mountains  —  68,0-aJ  acres 

Delamar  Mountains  —  102,1*90  acres 

South  pahrock  Range  —  28,39b  acres 

I  cannot  stress  strongly  enough  that  wilder- 

ness designation  is  the  best  way  to  protect  the 

natural  values,  wildlife  habitat  and  recreation- 

al opportunities  of  tnese  lands  so  that  thBy 

can  be  enjoyed  by  all  of  us.   Thank  you  for  tne 

opportunity  to  express  my  views  on  this  matter. 

Sincerely, 

Don  Soileau 

219  Norland 

Fairbanks ,  Ak 

99701 
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D.     Marshall    Steinkellna 
2470    Solari    Dr. 
Beno, Nevada    69509 

Mr.     Frank    Maivell 
Wilderness    Team    Loader 
Bureau    of    Land    Management 
P.O.     Box    26569 
Las    Vegas,     1*V    89106 

Dear    Frank    hainell I 

I    have    learned     that    there    are    fire    million    acr.a    being    considered 
for    nildernesB    preservation.       The    areas    1    am    conserned    about    are 
the    >iormon    Mountains,    Keado.    Valley    Bangs,     Clover    Mountaine,     Delamar 
Mountains,     and    the    South    Pahroclc    Bange. 

I    feel    ye    inuBt    protect    the    natural    values    of    Nevada    through    xilder- 
neas    deaignation.       Without    this    ve    lose    aildlife    habitat    and    the 
opportunity    for    all    of    us    to    enjoy    the    land    re orea t ionally . 


Thank-y ou 

D.  Marts!,  all  iHeinkellne  r 


Ralph  R.     Steinkellner 
L470  Sulari  Dr. 
Reno,  NV  89509 

hr.  frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
.P.O.  Box  26569 
Lao  Vegas,  HV  69106 

Dear  Frank  Maxwell. 

I  have  learned  that  there  are  f  i  ve  million  acres  being  considered 
for  wilderness  preservation.   The  areas  I  am  conserned  about  are 
the  Mormon  Mountains,  Meadow  Valley  Range,  Clorer  Moun  tains,  Delamar 
Mountains,  and  the  3  ;u th  Fahrock  Range . 

1  feel  we  must  protect  the  natural  values  of  Nevada  th rough  wilder- 
ness designation.   Without  this  we  lose  wildlife  habitat  and  the 
opportunity  for  all  of  us  to  enjoy  the  land  recreational ly. 


.Sincerely, 
Balph  R.  Steinkellner 
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A.  JANICE  (JAN)  STEVENS 
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Kj\'        •      .    John  Sttfler 

:    *'<y£$.\v7*i--'f,'  112  North  Main   Street 

*- -    -:iFloranQ6|  Massachusetts 
01060  "' 

January  31,  198$ 
Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.    Box   26569 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada     89106 

Dear  Mr.   Maxwell: 

I   am  writing  to  urge  your  offiae  to  give  wilderness  designation  to  five 
wild  areas  in  the  Caliente  Resource  lrea,  north  and  eaat  of  Las  Vegas,     I 
understand  that   five  areas  In  this  region  are  currently  WSVs;  I  believe 
that   the  BLM  needs   to  increase  significantly  the  number    of  acres  to  be 
recommended  for  wilderness  designation. 

The    Bpecifio   areas  in  question  are   the    followinjr    Mormon  Mountains,  Meadew 
Valley  Range,  Clover  Mountains,    Delamar  Mountains,   and  South  Pabrock  Range. 

Mormon  Mountains  includes  not  only  a  number  of  peaks  but  also  exceptional 
caves,  prehistoric  Indian  sites,    and  fins  habitat  for  bighorn  sheep.      I 
understand   that  the  BLM  recommendations  cut  across  the    ridges  and    canyons 
of  this  area  in  a  careless  or  arbitrary  fashion,    and   that  the  total   BLM 
recommendation  is  for  only  23,690  acres  of  wilderness.     I    support  conservationists' 
proposal  that  123,132  acres  of  this    area  bs  jranted   wildarness  designation, 
in  order  responsibly  to  protect  the  natural  beauty  of  the  place  and  to 
ensure  the  preservation  of  wildlife  habitats. 

Meadow  Valley  Range  contains  not  only  a  mountain  ridge  but  also  an 
elongated  baj  ada  (alluvial  outwasV).     I   understand  that  the  present  BLM 
recommendation  would  give  wilderness   status  only  to  the  ridge;  I    believe 
it  makes  much  more  sense,    ecologically  and  otherwise,    to  include  the 
outwash  area  as  well,    since  it  is  an  integral  part  of  the  area  and  of   the 
bighorn  habitat   there.     In  all,   there  are  166,500  acres  which  should  be 
granted  wilderness  status  In  this  area. 

Clover  Mountains)    This  area  includes  an   entire  desert  stream  watershed, 
Cettonwood  Canyon.      The  WSA  should  be  expanded  to  include  the  entire 
watershed  area  —  so  that  the  entire  88,000  acres  of  the  watershed  will  be 
protected  as  wilderness. 

The  BLM  has  apparently  recommended  no  wilderness  status  at  all    for  the  '-^~'r'f 

Delamar  Mountains  plateau.  That,  I  think,  is  a  mistake.  The  area  is  ,.>  *'  ."' 
a  fine  wild  area,  with  Juniper  and  deep  canyons  —  an  important  habitat,  for  f  i 
deer  and  bighorn  sheep.      Conservationists  have  recommended  that  102,Ij90  i 

acres  of  this  area  be  granted  wilderness   status;    I   support  this  recommendation. 


In  the  South  Pahrock  Range,  I   understand  that  both  the  BLM  and  conservationist 5 
groups  have  proposed  2fl,395  acres  for  wilderness   Btatus.     I    support  thi»  .„ 

recommendation,   which  should  protect, the  natural  beauty  of  rocky  domes,    "V  "      '^ 

V-     ,  r       ■■>'■■■     ■  t  "J'Vf 
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canyons,   dwarf  white  fir  and  pinyon  pine  forest. 

locordingto  what  I   read,   there  are  more  than  1*9  million  acres  of  BLM- 
admlnistered  land  in  Nevada,    of  which  less  than  5  million  acres  in  all  is 
being  considered  for  wilderness.     At  the  very  least,  BLM  sheuld  protect 
as  permanent  wilderness  the  acreages  I  have  mentioned  In  these  five 
WSA1 0;    to  turn  parts  of   these  areas  back  to  development  weuld  be  a  moat 
short-sighted  decision  by  ths  BLM,   as  their  wilderness  value  will  eutlast 
their  potential  value  as  anything    else.     Please  do  all  you   oan  to  see  that 
the  123,132  acres  in  the  Mormon  Mts.,   166, §00  acres  in  the  Meadow  Valley 
Range,   88,000  acres  in  ths  Clover  Mts.,   102,1j90  acres  in  the  Dtlaxar  Mts., 
and  28,395  acres  —  I  believe  this  is  the  corrsot  number,  although  I  have 
also    seen  the    figure  of  23,395   acres  —  in  the  South  Pahrock  Range  are 
protected  as  wilderness  areas. 


Sinossely, 


^ohn  Stlfler 
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LSZ7  Cold  S.E. 
Albuquerque,    tvew   Mexico 
2  January  1985 


He.    Frank   ^Bxwell 
hilderness  Iteam  Leader 
Bureau   of   Land   toanagemen t 
P.O.    Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,    Nevada.  U9106 


Dear  Mr.    Maxwell, 


I  am  writing    to  you    to  comnient  upon    the  bLK'e  wilderness  review  for    the 
Caliente  Resource  Area.      I  urge   the  BLM  to  recomnend  for  wilderness 
designation   the    five  wilderness  study  areaa  now  under   consideration   in  the 
present  review  process.      These   five  areas  are:      the  South  Pahrock  Range;    the 
Delamar  Mountains;    the  Clover  Mountains;    the  l-eadow  Valley  kange;    the  tonnon 
f-oun  tains. 

These  VJSAs,    located  on    the  physiographic  and  climatic  Loujidary  or.    the 
tojave  and  Great  basin  deserts,   contain  ecosystems  not  represented  in   the 
present  t-ational   Wilderness  Preservation  System.      The  ranges  encctiipassed  by 
the  l^SAs  are  priraary  wildlife  habitat,    sheltering  desert  bighorn  sheep, 
ferruginous  hawks  ana  nany  other  species.      The  central  Nevada  mountains  nave 
unique  high  altitude  vegetative  assemblages  not  found  elsewhere  and    that  need 
to  be  preserved  for  research  on  the  natural  history  of    the  basin  ana  Range 
province . 

In  particular   I   urge    the  BLM  to  adopt   the  boundaries  and  acreages 
proposed  by  conservationists  which  more  closely  follow  drainage  patterns  and 
logical  physiographic  units.      The    larger  areaa  involved  are  still  small 
compared   to   the    total  acreage   in  Nevada  admininstered  by   the  bLM,    around  ten 
percent  of    the    total    (b  million  out  of  49  million  acres).      The   invaluable 
function  of    these  desert  mountains  as  watersheds  in  an  arid  land  would  be  best 
protected  under  wilderness  designation. 

I   recommend  that    the  BLM  adopt   the   following  areas  for  each  WSA: 

toun tains  -  123,132  acres.      The  unusual  cave   system, 


Pleistocene  relict    tree  populations,    paleo- Indian  archeological  sites  ana 
bighorn   sheep  habitat  all  argue   for  at  least  thia  size  tor   the  area. 

2.  f-'eadow  Valley  Range  -  luu,500  acres.      Including    the    large  bajada 
would  allow  much  greater  diversity  of  habitat  and  terrain  within   the  unit. 

3.  Clover    fountains  -  bb, 000  acres.      This  unit  under   the  conserva- 
tionists'   proposal    includes  an  entire  desert  stream  watersneu,    Cottonwooa 
Canyon,    with    the   richness  of  habitat    that  this   implies. 

4.  He la mar  toun tains  -  102,490  acres.      The  highly  aissected  terrain  of 
this  unit  make   it  excellent   range  for  the  mule  deer  and  bighorns  that  inhabit 
it. 

5.  South  Pahrock  Range  -   23,395  acres.      Again,    relict    tree  stands  as 
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well  as    the  dome   and  canyon   topography    (with  outstanding   recreational 
potential)    recommend   this   unit   for  wilderness. 

having    visited  and   camped    in   Nevada,    1    have   been    impressed  with    the 
natural   beauty  and  wild  and  scenic  aspects  of    the  state.      Again,    I   urge   that 
the   ULM  recognize   the   rare  qualities  of    these   five  places   reconniena  all  ot 
tliem  for  wiloerness  designation.      Thank  you   for   this  opportunity    to  comment  o 
the  wilderness  review  process. 


Very  truly  yours, 
Jonathan  H.   'league 
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Box  1929 

Hinden,  NV,  89+23 

December  31,  1984 


Mr.  Frank  Maxwell 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Box  26569 

Lae  Vegas,  HV  89106 

Dear  Mr.  Maxwelli 

We  wish  to  request  that  five  public  land  areas  be 
designated  as  WILDERNESS-protected  lands.   The  areas,  which 
you  have  been  considering  and  on  which  you  have  requested 
public  comment,  are  aa  follows t 


Mormon  Mountains 
Meadow  Valley  Range 
Clover  Mountains 
Delamar  Mountains  - 
So.  Pahrock  Range 


123,132  acree 
166,500  acres 
88,000  acrea 
102,490  acres 
28,395  acres 


These  areas  are  unique,  in  that  nothing  lilce  them  is 
currently  under  wilderness  protection.   The  wilderness  desig- 
nation is  needed  to  protect  the  natural  values  so  that  they 
can  be  enjoyed  by  everyone. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Phyllis  'thqmas  &  Prank  J.  Thoma 
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Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.    Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,    SV        39106 

l]ear  Kr.  Maxwelli 

When  I  first  came  to  Nevada  to  live  6  years  ago,    I  was  much   Impressed 
*ith  the  unspoiled  beauty  of  this  state.      Moving  from  the  iast  where 
the  land  la  over-used  and  over-developed.    It  was  such  a  refreshing 
change        Now  I  understand  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management    is  considering 
turning  much  of  this  land  over  to  development  by   not  designation  millions 
of  acres  of   this  land  as  wilderness.      I  feel  strongly    that  this  land, 
all  of   it,    should  be    strongly  protected  by  placing   it  under  the 
designation  of  protected  wilderness.     This  wilderness  designation  would 
he   the  best  way  to  protect  the   wildlife  habitat  and  natural  values 
Inherent  in  these  lands.      It  would  also  be  very  beneficial  for  the 
recreational  opportunities  these   lands    Impart  for  all  citizens  to 
enjoy. 

Wilderness  land  Is  already   vanishing  at  a' much  too  rapid  rate.     We    shoulo 
do  everything   In  our  power  to  protect  these  lands  and  the  best  way   is 
do  designate   these  acres  as  wilderness. 

The  lands  I  am  particularly   referring  to  are   the   123,132  acres  of  the 
Mormon  Mountains,    the    166,500  acres  of  the  Meadow  Valley  Range,    the 
88  000  acres  of  the  Clover  Mountains  (Including  the  Bntire  Cottonwood 
Canyon  watershed),    the    102,1*90  acres  of   the  Delamar  Mountains  and 
the    23,395  acres  of  the  South  Pahrock  Range. 

All  five  of  these  Wlldt-Jness  Study  Areas  (WSAs)  all  deserve  wilderness 
designation  and  should  be  so  accorded. 

Thank  you  very -muoiv for  your  consideration. 


Sincerely, 

Robert  L.    Tolfree 
3622  Fourth  Street 
Sparks,    NV        BfjU^i 


hQpa 
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January  2 ,  1985 


Mr.  Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada   89106 

Dear  Mr.  Maxwell: 

I  understand  that  there  are  several  areas  now  in  review 
phase  for  their  wilderness  values.   In  particular,  the 

Mormon  Mountains  --  123,  132  acres;   the  Meadow  Valley 
Range  --  166,500  acres;   the  Clover  Mountains  —  88, GOO  acres  - 
the  Delamar  Mountains  —  102,490  acres;   and  the  South 
Pahrock  Range  —  28,395  acres. 

This  area  is  unique  in  that  there  is  no  other  area  or  areas 
exactly  like  it  under  wilderness  protection.   Basin  and 
range  country,  desert  valleys  of  creosote  and  saltbrush, 
desert  mountains,  all  providing  a  very  necessary  habitat 
for  the  mule  deer,  desert  bighorn  sheep,  ferruginous  hawks, 
and  many  other  forms  of  wildlife. 

Development  is  important  for  the  continuation  of  the 
economic  process  and  human  life.   It  is  equally  vital  to 
our  life,  as  human  beings,  to  preserve  enough  wilderness 
areas,  to  preserve  wildlife,  in  order  to  preserve  and  insure 
our  own  future. 

Ecologically,  our  planet  is  a  very  fine-tuned  machine.   It 
has  become  and  is  becoming  more  and  more  upset  in  this 
manner.   Human  development  and  greed  are  undermining  the 
ecological  balance;   it  is  not  yet  too  late  to  attempt  to 
re-balance  the  ecological  scales.   In  so  doing,  it  is  not 
only  the  wildlife  that  we  are  protecting,  it  is  ourselves. 
Many  people  fail  to  see  the  connection  between  wilderness 
conservation  and  preservation  and  themselves,  and  yet,  we 
are  very  much  a  part  of  this  system,  so  delicately  balanced, 
that  if  we  do  not  take  into  concern  preservation  of  these 
areas,  preservation  of  the  wildlife  of  these  areas,  that  we 
are,  in  effect,  undermining  our  own  lives  and  futures,  speedinq 
ourselves  to  our  own  end. 

There  is  a  place  for  development.   There  is  a  place  for 
people.   There  is  a  need  and  a  place  for  wilderness  and 
the  animal  and  plant  life  that  relies  on  such  wilderness 
areas  for  survival.   Please  help  and  designate  these  special 
places  for  wilderness  preservation  and  help  preserve  the 
human  race. 

Thank  you.  * 


C-~t^L-#-^**Z-- 


Elissa  Tree 


John  Unwin 
P.O.  Box  3836 
Bozeman,  Montana  59772 

January  4,  1985 

.Vilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89106 

Dear  Sir: 

In  response  to  the  draft  environmental  impact  statement 
concerning  the  Mormon  Mountains,  Meadow  Valley  Range,  Clover 
Mountains,  Delmar  Mountains  and  the  South  Jahrock  Range  iVSAs 
within  the  Caliente  Resource  Area,  I  have  the  following 
comments. 

I  am  in  agreement  with  your  proposed  wilderness  for  the 
South  Pahrock  Range,  but  disagree  with  your  preferred  alternative 
for  the  other  four  areas. 

In  the  Mormon  Mountains  a  123,100  acre  wilderness  should 
be  established.   The  boundaries  of  the  preferred  alternative 
for  this  area  make  no  ecological  sense. 

A  102,500  acre  Delmar  Mountains  wilderness  should  be 
established. 

A  Glover  Mountains  wilderness  of  88,000  acres  should  be 
established.   This  includes  the  entire  Cottonwood  Canyon 
watershed. 

The  proposed  Meadow  Vailey  Range  wilderness  should  be 
include  more  than  the  mountain  ridge  and  encompass  about 
166, 500  acres. 

Please  inform  me  of  your  final  decisions  concerning  these 
areas.   Wilderness  is  a  1  art  of  my  heritage  and  I  believe  in 
protecting  it  for  a  multitude  of  reasons  I  am  sure  you  have 
heard  a  hundred  times  already. 

Sincerely  yours, 


CO 

I 


&  John  Unwin 
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December  22,  1984 


Mr.  Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  NV  89106 

Dear  Mr.  Maxwell: 

I'm  writing  to  you  in  order  to  hopefully  influence 
your  recommendations  regarding  the  Caliente  Resourse 
Area.   If  these  areas  revert  to  private  ownership, 
then  we  and  our  children  will  be  unable  to  enjoy 
these  wilderness  and  wildlife  areas.   These  areas 
should  belong  to  all  of  us  -  and  not  to  a  few 
individuals  who  conceivably  and  probably  would 
exploit  them  for  personal  profit. 

We  already  are  witnessing  the  profits  -  sometimes 
and  maybe  more  appropriately  spelled  profits  -  of 
doom.   I  have  seen  many  areas  that  have  been  despoiled 
of  their  natural  beauty,  wildlife,  and  recreational 
opportunities  by  the  machinations  of  an  exploiter. 

What  are  the  values  we  should  emulate?   Should  we 
seek  continued  protection  or  say  the  hell  with  it? 

My  recommendations  are  as  follows  for  the  Caliente 
Resourse  Area: 

Mormon  Mountains 123, 132  acres 

Meadow  Valley  Range 166,500  acres 

Clover  Mountains *  >  . .  8  8, 000  acres 

Delamar  Mountains 102,490  acres 

South  Pahrock  Range 28,395  acres 

Please  advise  me  of  what  your  recommendations  are 
and  will  be. 


Sincerely 


NICK  WAGNB 
1567  Gault  Way 
Sparks,  NV  89431 


RESPONSE  LETTER    171 


Response  to  Letter  171 

1.    TheBe  areaa  have  always  been  and  will  likely  remain  la  public  ownership. 
While  wlldertiesB  designation  would  preclude  their  going  into  private 
ownership,  nondeslgnatlon  does  not  mean  they  will  necessarily  be  sold  to 
private  owners. 


COMMENT  LETTER       172 


1428  San  Felipe  Drive 
Boulder  City,  NV  89005 
27  December  1984 


Frank  Maxwell 
Wilderness  Team  Leader 
Bureau  of  Land  Management: 
P.O.  Box  26569 
Las  Vegas,  NV  89106 


Dear  Mr.  Max 


ellt 


The  17  December  BLM  Wilderness  Alert  from  the  SLerra  Club  has  made 
me  aware  of  your  current  review  of  Wilderness  Study  Areas  in  the 
Mormon  Mountains,  Meadow  Valley  Range,  Clover  Mountains,  Delamar 
Mountains,  and  South  Pahrock  Range.  1  would  appreciate  receiving 
any  information  your  study  might  develop  on  alternative  uses  of  the 
acreages  recommended  for  wilderness  by  the  Sierra  Club.  Ontil  I 
receive  such  information,  I  would  appreciate  your  noting  for  the 
record  my  support  of  wilderness  protection  for  the  123,132  acres, 
166,500  acres,  88,000  acres,  102,490  acres,  and  28,395  acres  in 
these  five  mountain  ranges ,  respectively- 
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LIST  OF  PREPARERS 


NAME 

Brent  Be strum 


ASSIGNMENT 


POSITION 


Jake  Brierley 


Diane  Colcord 


Dawna  Ferris 


Non -Wilderness  Zone  Geologist 

Development 

Scenarios 

(Minerals) 

Wilderness  CRA 

§  Recreation  Outdoor 

§   Technical  Recreation 

Reports 

Maps  §  Graphics  Visual  Info 
Specialist 


Cultural 
Resources 


Archeologist 


EDUCATION 

B.S.  Geology 
Univ.  Montana 


B.A.  History 
Cal.  State 
Univ.  Long 
Beach 

B.S.  Art 
Education 
Univ.  of 
Oregon 

B.A.  Romance 
Languages;  Univ. 
Maine,  Orono, 
ME  ;  B.A.  Anthrop. 
Univ.  of  NV,  LV 
M.A.  French,  Univ 
New  Mexico 
M.A.  (Pending) 
Univ.  of  NV,  LV 


EXPERIENCE 
BLM  16  yrs. 


USFS  2  yrs. 
BLM  6  yrs. 
CCE  5  yrs. 


BLM  20  yrs. 


BLM  2  yrs 


Edward  Guerrero 


Richard  Gundry 


Kevin  Leary 


Frank  Maxwell 


Grace  McEwan 


Wildlife 

CRA 

B.A.  Agri- 

BLM 8  yrs. 

Wildlife 

culture 

Biologist 

N.M.  State 

Minerals 

CRA 

B.S.  Geo- 

UC Riverside 

Geologist 

physics, 

Consultant  2yrs 

Univ.  of  CA 

BLM  3  yrs. 

Soil,  Water 

Soil 

B.S.  Soil 

BLM  5  yrs. 

and  Air 

Scientist 

Science 

OR  State  Univ. 

Team  Leader 

Environ. 

B.S.  RNR 

USFS  1/2  yrs. 

Prot.  Spec. 

Univ.  of  NV, 
Reno 

BLM  20-1/2  yrs. 

Word  Processor 

Clerk  Typist 

B.A.  Liberal 

BLM  6-1/2  yrs 

Operator 

Arts,  Hunter 
College,  NY; 
APG  School 
U.S.  Navy; 
Medical  £ 
Dental  Assist. 
Home  Study  Wang 
Trng. 

0-1.67 
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NAME  ASSIGNMENT 

Gary  M.  Pavusko  Fire  Mgt. 

Richard  A.  Orr   Range 


Dennis  J. 
Samuel son 


David 
Shafersman 


Robert  Taylor 


Lands 


Water 


Wilderness  § 
Recreation 


POSITION 

L.V.  Dist. 
Fire  Mgt. 
Officer 


CRA 

Supvry 
Range 
Conserva- 
tionist 

LV  District 
Realty  Spec. 


District 
Hydro logist 


Dist.  Outdoor 

Recreation 

Planner 


EDUCATION 

B.S.  Natural 
Resources 
Conservation, 
San  Jose  State 

B.S.  Forestry 
(Range  Mgt) 
(Univ.  of  MT, 
Missoula) 


B.S.  Forest 
Mgt. ,  Univ. 
of  Montana 

B.S.  Nat. 
Resources 
Univ.  of  NV, 
Reno 

B.S.  Agri. 
(Landscape 
Architecture) 
Univ.  of  Arizona 


EXPERIENCE 

USFS  2  yrs. 
BIM  12  yrs. 


BLM  8-1/2  yrs. 


BLM   13  yrs.. 


BLM  10  yrs. 


City  Tucson  lyr, 
BLM  14-1/2  yrs. 
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APPENDIX  A 

MINERAL  CLASSIFICATION  SYSTEM 

Energy  and  Mineral  Resources 

Determination  of  energy  or  mineral  resource  potential  for  each  of  the  five 
WSAs  involved  evaluation  of  existing  and  newly  acquired  data.  The  existing 
BLM  mineral  resource  inventory  for  the  Caliente  Planning  Unit  was  supplemented 
with  Geology-Energy-Mineral  (GEM)  Resource  Assessment  Reports  for  each  WSA. 
The  two  assessments  utilized  published  geologic  and  mineral  information.  The 
existing  literature  is  somewhat  limited  both  in  quantity  and  detail  for 
purposes  of  determining  energy  and  mineral  potential  in  these  WSAs--this  is 
largely  due  to  the  areas'  remoteness  and  possibly  due  to  a  previous  lack  of 
interesting  mineral  potential.  The  known  data  was  supplemented  with  limited 
field-checking  and  information  from  unpublished  case-files  and  other  records. 
Individuals  and  companies  with  inholdings  were  also  solicited  for  their 
input.  Additionally,  newly  acquired  geochemical  data  was  collected  and  is 
currently  being  analyzed  and  interpreted  by  the  USGS  for  each  WSA.  A  variety 
of  schemes  to  classify  mineral  potential  were  used.  The  actual  classification 
of  mineral  potential  used  in  this  analysis  is  discussed  later.  The  geology, 
energy,  and  mineral  resources  and  the  classification  of  potential  for  each  WSA 
is  discussed  in  more  detail  in  the  Wilderness  Technical  Report.  As  new  data 
becomes  available  from  public  input  regarding  areas  of  critical  mineral 
potential  or  other  industry  or  individual  data  contributions,  the 
classification  or  confidence  level  of  an  area  may  change.  Mineral  surveys 
will  be  conducted  by  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey/Bureau  of  Mines  for  any  of  the 
areas  that  the  BLM  Director  recommends  as  suitable  for  wilderness 
designation.  Some  of  these  have  been  completed  and  will  bolster  the  existing 
data. 

The  McKelvey  system  for  the  classification  of  mineral  potential  has 
traditionally  been  used  in  the  mineral  resource  inventory  portion  of  the 
Bureau  Planning  Process.  This  system  compares  the  economic  and  geologic 
feasibility  of  a  deposit  based  on  known  or  inferred  relationships.  The  system 
relies  heavily  on  known  occurrences  and  does  not  have  an  adequate  breakdown 
for  potentially  undiscovered,  but  inferred  deposits.  It  does  not  consider  the 
relative  importance  of  the  potential  of  a  particular  type  of  commodity  in 
contrast  to  those  commodities  of  lesser  or  greater  importance.  The  ranking 
scheme  adopted  for  BLM  GEM  Resource  Assessment  compares  the  favorability  for 
occurrence  based  on  various  degrees  of  known  or  inferred  relations  and  is 
further  qualified  (or  unqualified)  by  the  level  of  confidence  of  the  data  used 
in  the  favorability  classification.  The  GEM  system  also  does  not  consider  the 
relative  importance  of  the  potential  of  a  particular  type  of  commodity  in 
contrast  to  those  commodities  of  lesser  or  greater  importance.  This  ranking 
system  tends  to  rate  inferred  occurrences  highly--regardless  of  economic, 
practical,  or  legal  considerations.  The  classification  system  used  in  this 
EIS  analysis  involves  relative  ranking  of  commodity  groups  by  and  is  based  on 
the  potential  importance  of  a  possible  new  deposit  as  a  function  of  modern 
usage  and  domestic  scarcity  (see  Table  A-l ) .  The  impact  analysis  in  Chapter  4 
segregates  these  by  method  of  legal  acquisition. 


The  mineral  commodity  groups  are  defined  and  ranked  in  descending  order  of 
significance  in  Table  A-l ,  with  mineral  types  in  Group  1  having  a  greater 
significance  than  the  lower  classes.  The  classification  of  mineral  potential 
(Table  A-2)  is  a  function  of  these  mineral  groups  and  is  based  on  what  is 
known  about  the  size,  demand,  or  importance  of  a  deposit  containing  a 
particular  mineral  group  relative  to  others.  In  Table  A-2,  each  Class  (1-5) 
is  ranked  in  descending  significance  and  corresponds  to  a  mineral  deposit 
area,  with  Class  1  areas  having  a  greater  significance  or  mineral  potential 
than  the  next  lower  class  of  area  and  likewise  down  the  list. 

Areas  with  the  greatest  potential  (1)  would  contain  a  significant  quantity  of 
minerals  from  Group  1,  2,  and  3  or  would  contain  minerals  of  any  group  that 
are  presently  mined  within  the  Planning  Unit.  Areas  with  the  next  lower 
amount  of  potential  (2)  would  contain  occurrences  not  in  great  quantities  of 
minerals  from  Group  1,2,  and  3  and  would  include  Group  4  minerals  in 
insignificant  amounts  but  without  demand  (this  class  also  includes  areas 
inferred  to  contain  significant  amounts  of  Group  1,  2,  and  3  minerals).  Areas 
with  the  next  lower  amount  of  potential  (3)  are  inferred  favorable  for 
discovery  of  group  1,  2,  3,  and  4  minerals  in  unknown  amounts.  Areas  with  the 
next  lower  amount  of  potential  (4)  are  areas  with  unqualified  potential 
pending  additional  data.  Areas  with  unqualified  potential  should  not  be 
considered  as  less  than  the  areas  with  higher  potential — much  of  the  area  with 
unqualified  potential  may  be  included  with  the  next  lower  class  once 
significant  data  are  interpreted.  The  area  with  lowest  potential  (5)  is 
considered  either  unfavorable  for  the  type  of  mineral  deposit  or  no  data  is 
expected  that  will  determine  otherwise.  The  potential  classifications  should 
not  be  viewed  as  (1)  high,  (2)  moderate,  (3)  low,  (4)  unqualified,  and  (5) 
none;  but,  can  only  be  used  in  the  relative  sense  with  one  area  either  having 
somewhat  higher  or  lower  potential  than  another.  In  this  way  potential 
deposits  can  be  compared  with  the  Nation's  importance  of  need.  This  avoids 
comparing  potential,  hypothetical,  or  speculative  undiscovered  resources  with 
other  known  or  undiscovered  resources  in  other  parts  of  the  nation  or  world. 


TABLE  A-l 

EXPLANATION  OF  MINERAL  GROUPS 
LISTED  IN  DESCENDING  ORDER  OF  SIGNIFICANCE 


Mineral  Group 
Number 


Explanation 


1 .  Strategic  or 
Energy-Related 


Those  minerals  that  are  stockpiled  and  listed  with 
strategic  and  /or  critical  materials  or  those 
minerals  if  not  strategic  are  energy-related. 


?..     Import  Rel  iance 


Those  minerals  produced  domestically  that  are 
supported  with  a  50  percent  or  more  import  reliance. 


3.  Major  Export 


Those  minerals  that  are  nationally  important  of  which 
the  U.S.  is  a  net  exporter. 


Regional /Local 
Importance 


Those  minerals  that  are  only  of  regional  or  local 
domestic  importance. 


Source:  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Las  Vegas  District, 
Caliente  Wilderness  EIS  Team,  1983. 


TABLE  A-2 
CLASSIFICATION  OF  MINERAL  POTENTIAL* 


Relative  Potential       Explanation 

1.  This  class  includes  areas  interpreted  on  the  basis  of  known 
mineral  deposits  of  A)  Group  1,2,  &   3  commodities  existing 
in  significant  quantities  and  B)  Group  1-4  commodities 
mined  in  the  Planning  Unit( includes  presently  producing 
areas) . 

2.  This  class  includes  areas  containing  known  mineral  deposits 
with  reserves  and/or  resources  of  A)  Group  1,2,  &  3 
commodities  not  known  in  significant  quantities,  B)  Group 
1-4  commodities  known  in  significant  quantities  but  without 
significant  demand  and  C)  Inferred  occurrences  of 
significant  amounts  of  Group  1,2,  &  3  Class  1  commodities. 

3.  This  class  includes  areas  interpreted  to  be  favorable  for 
future  discovery  of  mineral  deposits  based  on  evaluation  of 
geologic,  geophysical  and/or  geochemical  data  (higher 
confidence  than  4) . 

4.  This  class  includes  areas  for  which  the  potential  for 
mineral  resources  is  interpreted  on  the  basis  of 
preliminary  evaluation  of  geologic,  mineral  occurrence  and 
limited  field  verification  data  only.  No  further  analysis 
has  been  done. 

5.  This  class  includes  areas  that  could  not  be  classified  due 
to  insufficient  data  and  areas  where  known  geology  is 
considered  unfavorable  for  the  type  of  mineral  deposit. 


*  Based  on  Commodity  Significance  (Table  3-1)  and  Occurrence  Potential 


Source:  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Las  Vegas  District, 
Caliente  Wilderness  EIS  Team,  1983. 
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